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PREFACE 



^^^^v^^^^ww^^^^^^ 



The present compilation will, I am well aware, be 
found, on perusal, to betray evident marks of haste 
and want of sufficient care; but, I trust, not of wilful 
mistatement, or any important inaccuracy as to fiicts 
or principles enunciated. 

It has been put together at irregular times, with 
occasional long intervals, according as the vicissitudes 
of an active political agitation allowed some compara- 
tive leisure to those engaged in it, or required from 
the humble, as well as from the more able and dis- 
tinguished of its promoters, an increase of action and 
attention. 

I have been deprived, by a fortuitous circumstance, 

of the period of general revision, to which I had 

looked, and on which I had counted, to enable me to 

correct and amend what may be defective throughout 
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the work. The circumstance to which I allude is, 
the necessity of my close and constant attendance (as 
one of the traversers) from an early hour of every 
morning to a late hour in the afternoon, upon the 
present state trials in Ireland. 

To delay the appearance of the work for some 
months longer would have been, in some measure, to 
defeat its object, which was, to have before the public, 
from an early period of the approaching parliamentary 
session, a compilation, as compact as possible, of the 
leading facts and arguments bearing on the question 
of the Repeal of the Union. 

JOHN O'CONNELL. 



Tuesday t January \QtK 1844, 

Court of Queen* 8 Bench, 
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CHAPTEK I. 

The foundation of all society is the yielding up by indi- 
viduals of a portion of their natural liberties, in order to 
obtain protection and security for the remainder. As those 
liberties are the gift of the Deity, it will not be denied that 
his gracious design in granting them, is best and most re- 
verently followed out where the portion yielded is small 
and limited in degree. A general test is thus supplied for 
judging of the respective merits or demerits of the systems 
of government prevalent in the various societies or nations 
of the world. 

But in the particular application of this test, there are 
circumstances to be taken into account, which are held to 
justify the greater amoimt of restrictions upon natural 
liberty in some coimtries than in others. The chief of those 
drcumstances are either where a people are alleged to have 
used their powers in a manner detrimental to the great 
community of nations, or where they are said to be in- 
capable of rightly mana^ng their own affairs. 

A wide field opens here for abuse ; and accordingly many 
and flagrant have been the abuses, and the gross and crying 
injustices, that have been committed under cover of those 
pleas. The external interference employed to effect a 
remedy in the first case, has ever been pushed beyond all 
fidr and reasonable limit ; and thus, under pretext of elimi- 
nating one evil of 4oubtful existence, the seed has been 
sown, recklessly, or with deliberate malignity, of a thou- 

B 
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sand certain and deadly mischiefs. Nations banded to- 
gether to repress and punish wanton aggression by an In- 
dividual member of their great community, have not stayed 
their hands with the execution of this lawful purpose, but 
gone on to Invade and destroy the Innoxious and rightful 
Uberties of the aggressor. And in the case of aUeged in- 
capacity of a particular nation to manage their own affairs, 
the charge has been brought forward with dishonest vague- 
ness, and adjudicated upon with indecent haste, by a party 
interested, which has then not hesitated to employ force 
and fraud to carry into effect Its own unwarrantable deci- 
sions, and to enable It to trample upon the rights and the 
happiness of the accused. 

To examine into each and every instance of these cases, 
with the view of ascertaining in which of them the princi- 
ples of justice have been no more than duly and properly 
acted upon and vindicated, and In which outraged and vio- 
lated, would be a protracted task, and foreign to our pre- 
sent purpose — the making of this examination and decision 
in the individual case of Ireland alone. 

That the latter country is much restricted In her rights 
is a position easily proved. No coimtry can be said to en- 
joy her natural measure of rights, whose people have not a 
prevailing voice in the passing of the laws which affect them. 
The Irish people have not that voice ; for not only have 
they been deprived of their own parliament, but the share 
of representation allotted to them in the imperial parliar- 
ment is most unjustly small and disproportionate. Out of 
658 members of the imited legislature, Ireland numbers 
but 105; and the occasions have not been few, when, In 
consequence of this disproportion, their voices have been 
overruled, and their will set at naught — and this too upon 
questions of extreme importance to Irish interests — ^by the 
voices and the will of the overwhelming majority of the 
members for Great Britain. 

The groimds alleged at the Union for this disproportloil 
will be found in the Appendix to this Report, article. No. 1, 
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which also contains data for its proper adjustment and 
some details of its injustice, as exemplified on a comparison 
between parliamentary districts in Great Britain and Ire- 
land respectively. 

But in speaking of an adjustment by a new arrangement 
of proportions in the imperial parliament, we must be im- 
derstood as speaking of only a temporary expedient, and by 
no means as recognizing or admitting the soundness of the 
principle of united legislation. In fiwt we touch upon the 
matter at all, only as it helps the better to illustrate the 
extreme injustice that has been done us in this respect. 
Were it a topic to be enlarged upon, we should first settle 
the important question — ^Would England allow of an alter- 
ation in the relative proportions — at least to any extent of 
importance and value ? The strong probability is to the 
contrary, for whenever such a project has been started, the 
organs of public opinion in England have loudly and 
imanimously declared against it. Even the paltry addition 
of five, given by the reform bill to the Irish representa- 
tives, received most strenuous opposition; and when we 
find (see the article already referred to) that the most 
humble estimate of justice to Ireland in the matter of par^ 
liamentary representation, would require an addition of, at 
the very least, fifty members, to her present number, (and 
of course an equivalent subtraction from the English roll,) 
there scarce can be a doubt but that the proposition of 
altering in fevour of Ireland the existing proportions in the 
imperial parliament would be rejected at once. 

Even did we gain a large concession, yet as upon any 
proportionate calculation, our number should be in an in- 
feriority to the British, Ireland would still be under 
grievous disadvantage, as upon any international question, 
her will could be coerced, and her interests jeopardied, or 
totally sacrificed. Thus the grand defect in the system of 
united legislation would, upon all questions of magnitude, 
demonstrate itself as flagrant and mischievous as ever. 

The parliamentary representation of Ireland being thus 
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indisputably defective, does any reason exist why it should 
be so ? Do either of the cases which are held to justify 
the modified application of the test we have specified, 
exist with regard to Ireland ? Did she use her powers in 
a manner detrimental to the great community of nations ? 
Or had she shewn any incapacity of rightly managing her 
own affairs. 

That her legislative independence was an injury to 
foreign nations need not be discussed, as it never has for a 
moment been pretended. Many, however, assert that it 
was of injury to England and to the empire, for which 
opinion they assign the following pretexts — ^first, that it 
preveuted a unity of action with England ; second, that it 
left a door open to foreign intrigue and domestic confusion; 
and third, that it unjustly exempted Ireland from her pro- 
per share of the burthens of the empire. We proceed to 
examine these pretexts in their order. 

The only established fact that has been put forward in 
support of the first of them is, that the respective parlia- 
ments of Great Britain and Ireland differed in the year 
1789 upon the subject of the Regency, then under discus- 
sion, in consequence of the first and temporary alienation of 
mind of George the Third. A succinct account of this 
difference will be found in article No. 2 of the Appendix, 
and therefore nothing further need be said here on the 
subject, save that it is now generally allowed that the Irish 
Parliament took the more constitutional view of the 
question. Its recurrence, in the event of a restoration of 
the Irish Parliament, would be provided against by the 
consent that Ireland would be found ready to agree to %n 
arrangement that should leave the selection of a Kegent 
solely to the British Parliament. This she might do with 
great advantage from the obviating of a source of jealousy, 
dissensions, and confusion, and with no real constitutional 
disadvantage ; inasmuch as the control over the finances of 
their country would still be with the Irish representatives, 
and xjonsequently the means in their hands which the con- 
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stitutlon has provided for holding despotism in check, and 
carrying into effect the \fill of the people, even where 
directly in opposition to that of their ruler. 

With regard to any other differences that may be Difference 
alleged, either to have occurred, or to have been ineVi- Jj^g^ug^ 
table, had the parliaments continued separate, our answer menu to 
is short. The mere feet of their occurrence, cannot be ^^^^^ 
considered abstractedly from the question as to which par- *^®'^' ™®- 
liament was right and which parliament was wrong in the 
matter of dispute. England had in 1782, by the repeal of 
the 6th Geo. I., (the act which declared the power of her 
laws to bind Ireland,) and still more by a statute of the 
next year, 1783, (23 Geo. III., c. 28,) coupled with the 
declaration of her minister Mr. Fox, in the former year, 
assented to by the parliament he addressed, acknowledged 
the right of Ireland to independent legislation ; and there- 
fore, of course, her right to adopt whatever measures of 
policy she chose, irrespective of what might be the 
opinions of other parts of the empire. The only pretence Those dif- 
of differences, other than treated of in the last paragraph, ^^^^ ^ to 
is as to commercial arrangements. That the countries did cpni™er- 

... • cial ar- 

not pull together on this subject is certain — ^at least from range- 

the year 1785 out. But with whom was the fault? '^^''^' 

England, according to Mr. Pitt, in 1785, (when moving England 

the celebrated " Commercial Propositions'* of that year, j^^ ^^ 

for an account of which, see Appendix No. 4,) wanted to linut the 

" resume the ignorant and unsystematic concessions she rights of 

had made to Ireland in 1799-80, when the pressure of 5®^*°^^" 

. , . these par- 

adverse external cu'cumstances (see the same Appendix) ticulars. 

&rced the British parliament to do away with the greater 
part of the then existing most cruel restrictions on the 
trade of Ireland, and to allow her freedom of foreign and 
colonial trade. It was to the latter that Mr. Pitt par- 
ticularly referred, as he declared at the same time that 
foreign trade was the " natural right of Ireland," and "no 
fevour or concession." In this declaration he only con- 
firmed the words of Lord North, when minister, in 

B 2 
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December, 1779. But though he appeared to limit his 
aim to recovery of control of the colonial trade, an 
examination of the tendency of the " propositions" above 
alluded to, will shew, that in reality he sought again to 
hamper all the trade of Ireland ; and make her subservient 
in this respect to the will and supposed interests of her 
jealous neighbour. This was plainly an improper object, 
and Ireland was in the right in resisting and defeating it. 

Not even with regard to the colonial trade was his 
conduct justifiable. Ireland had contributed with blood and 
treasure to the acquisition of the British colonies, and for 
upwards of twenty years previous to 1779 had supplied, 
and in every way maintained, a large military contingent 
for their protection. And she had done this while utterly 
denied all commerce with them ; and therefore, of course, 
all benefit fi'om their annexation to the empire. And when 
in 1780 she was allowed trade with them, she most 
dearly paid for the concession, by giving their products the 
monopoly of her market^ when she could have cheaper sup- 
plied herself from foreign colonies. 

In short, unless the monstrous proposition can be sus- 
tained, that the rightful exercise of rightful liberties by 
one nation is an injury to another, no case can be made 
against Ireland from anything that oC'Curred in the period 
1780 — 1800. At a future stage, we shall consider the 
question of possible international differences after Repeal. 
Second The next pretext we have now to notice is, that the 

EaWlity to legislative independence of Ireland left a door open to 
forei^ foreign intrigue and domestic confusion, 
and do- Generalities, when resorted to in advocacy of liberal 

mestic re- principles, are usually met with derision and disregard by 
the opponents of those principles. But the very men who 
slight them when so employed, will be found to have resort 
to the vaguest general assertions themselves, when advo- 
cating measures of their own. Few assertions can be more 
vague, and none less supported by facts, than that embodied 
in the pretext we are noticing ; yet not only when origi- 
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nally invented, was it made much and eager use of, but 
even at the present day it is a fevourite with those who 
seek to wrest and pervert the history of the past into an 
argument against the projects of the future. It was par- 
ticularly employed during the debates on the Union, when, 
with impudent and reckless disregard of facts, it was flung 
in the teeth of the defenders of the Irish parliament, — it 
parliament whose &ult certainly was not a want of will and 
effort — and most successful effort — to repel foreign invasion 
and crush domestic rebellion. Had the government been .^^ P"- 
as true to its duty m these pomts as was the Irish parliar repelled 
ment, the rebellion would never have occurred : the ^^crush- 
rebellion having been, as is now established beyond con- ed the 
troversy (see Appendix, No. 5), fomented by the govern- ^ ^^■ 
ment for the purpose of creating a fevourable state of things 
for compelling Ireland to a legislative union. It is now 
clearly established that that rebellion was suffered to go 
on, growing and gathering, for fully eleven months after 
clear|[and positive intelligence had been given to the autho- 
rities of its existence ; and of the names, intention, and 
actions of the chief persons who were engaged in it. The 
parliament of Ireland spared no effort to crush it when 
known ; and hesitated at no expense, as the votes of the 
day, and the enormous public expenditure during the last 
few years of that parliament, can abundantly testify ; and 
the results were, as we have said, the repulsion of foreign 
invasion, and, despite the most criminal tardiness of the 
executive, the complete putting down of rebellion at home. 
These results were never disputed, as they never could be ; 
neither was any specific reason attempted to be assigned, 
why the recurrence of external or domestic disturbances 
could be rendered less likely by abolishing a body, who, 
living in Ireland, knew the country, and were upon the 
spot, ready and prompt to crush those disturbances again 
as they did before, and substituting for them a parliament 
composed, for upwards of five-sixths of the whole, of per- 
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sons totally ignorant of Ireland, and dwelling and legisla- 
ting hundreds of miles from her shores. 
Third Passing this most frivolous of the many frivolous and 

Ireland flimsy arguments against Irish independence, we address 

unduly ourselves to the last of the three special pretexts, of the in- 
exempted , , , . 
from pub- compatibility of the latter with the interests of England 

^^' and of the empire. This pretext is, that under her own 
parliament Ireland was saved exempt from a due share of 
the general burthens. 

There is, to an Irishman, o, prima facie recommendation 
of the state of things prior to the Union, in this confession 
of the comparative light pressure upon Ireland, of the im- 
perial burthens under that regime. Yet Irishmen will not 
be found to be so unfair as to stand up for an undue ex- 
Unfound- emption at any time. But the fact is, that so far from her 
® * financial exertions having been too limited, she actually 

crippled herself by her efforts to be of assistance to Eng- 
land. Her debt which, like to that of England, originated 
in the reign of William the Third, was no more than 
£16,000 in the year 1715; by the year 1721 it had in- 
creased to £77,260, in consequence, as will be seen on re- 
ference to the official records of the time, of the exertions 
of her parliament to strengthen the hands of the monarch 
in the unsettled times, after the first Scottish insurrection 
She con- in fiivour of the exiled Stuarts. This amount, small as it 
hCT iT^ would now be considered, or might even then be, to a rich 
tional debt country, yet was of such importance and magnitude to 
ing Eng- Ireland, as to be noticed with grave anxiety by the then 
^^> Viceroy, the Duke of Bolton, in his speech from the 

whose po- i . /. . 

licy had throne. Its importance proceeded from the impoverished 
ished^and ^^^^^^^^ ^^ *^^ Country, the resources of which had been 
crippled wasted by the violence of the civil convulsions which had 

her 

SO rapidly succeeded each other in the preceding century. 
The country had been placed almost beyond the possibility 
of recovery from their effect, by the tyrannically unjust 
commercial restrictions which marked the reigns of Charles 
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the Second and William the Third. We have again to 
refer the reader to article No 4, for particulars, not only 
as to the enactment of those restrictions, but as to their 
operation for evil of themselves, and with the concurring 
evil influence upon the springs of industry, of the penal 
laws. 

The ruinous affencies we have there set forth as tending Continu- 

° ... edwretch- 

to crush Irish manufactures, continued their disastrous edness of 
operation uninterruptedly, and the consequence was, the ^®^^ ^^as 
continually increasing impoverishment of Ireland. Sue- policy, 
cessive parliaments and successive viceroys iterated and 
reiterated complaints of this poverty during the forty 
succeeding years. And yet, so great was the anxiety to Yet she 
assist England, that we find the Irish parliament about the Jfe^jf t^, 
year 1759 passing two votes, one of £150,000, and the theutmost 

to ftssist 

other of £300,000 for that purpose — ^the greater part of England, 
the money expended too in increasing the Irish military 
contingent to the British forces serving abroad I In 1761 
they voted a further sum for the latter purpose, to the 
amount of £200,000. And the importance of these efforts 
cannot ftdly be estimated, without the feet being stated, 
that whereas the economy of the Irish parliament had 
enabled them to clear off the debt of Ireland by the year 
1754, the liberality of their subsidies to England created a 
new debt, that by the year 1763 amounted to half a million, 
and eight years later was further increased to nearly 
£800,000 1 (see Commons Journals.) Nay, at the period 
last mentioned, viz., the year 1771, the Irish parliament 
were so complaisant, as not only to vote an enormous loan, 
but to pass an act, giving the King the power of alienating 
the hereditary revenue of Ireland. 
It is to be repeated again and again, that these efforts J^®f ®^' 

ions were 

are not to be judged of by the mere abstract amount of the great, 
monies they extracted fi-om Ireland ; or by a naked com- Wretched- 
parison with the efforts of a country so abounding in nessis 

* •' ^ consider* 

wealth as England. The poverty of Ireland is ever to be ed. 
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borne In mind,* and the consequent disproportionate im- 
portance of such sums to her. In addition to the cruel 
depressions occasioned by her unjust restriction in com- 
merce and manufactures, and the blighting influence upon 
the industry of the country, of the penal laws, which shut 
out the majority of the people from profitable enterprize 
and employment, there was a further cause of exhaustion 
and misery in the unchecked, or rather accelerated progress 
of absenteeism. To the fatal drain caused by this old 
monster-evil of Ireland, no stop could be given, so long as 
the thraldom of the Irish parliament left that sense of 
provincial degradation, from which the aristocracy of a 
country are ever glad to fly. 
How she ^e now come to the period when Ireland was relieved 

acted •■•, , 

when her from some of the oppression practised upon her, and ob- 

wM^et-^ taining the power of free self-legislation, may be considered 

tered. more justly accountable, if her efforts to share the imperial 

burthens shall not appear to have been of due magnitude. 

The period of which we would speak is, that from 1782 to 

the accomplishment of the Union. 

That the newly emancipated parliament did not even let 
its first session of complete liberty pass over without ma- 
king an effort, may be gathered from the speech with which 
the lord lieutenant of the day, the Duke of Portland, 
closed the eventftd session of that year. He spoke as 
follows : — 
Govern- « Gentlemen of the House of Commons — ^when I con- 

ment &c— 

know- sider the very active and liberal part yon have taken in 
ledge- contributing to these glorious events (alluding to the 
various military events of the year), I must as distinctly express to 
tween 7^^ ^^^ majesty's sense of the last effusion of your gene- 
1782 and rosity for the defence of the empire, as I must return to 
the efforts you his most gracious thanks for the supplies which you so 
and gene- cheerfully voted at the beginning of the session,^' 

J 

Ireland. , j^ ^^^ article No. 4 of the Appendix, on " Commercial Injustices,*' will 

be found several testimonies as to the poverty of Ireland before 1780, and 
its causes. 
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Thus, not only were the ordinary government supplies 
voted " cheerfully ^'^ but the throne acknowledged a ^^geiu^ 
rositxf^ of further assistance to the imperial exchequer. In 
the next year, 1783, and in a new parliament, a motion for 
a reduction of the pejuse establishment of the army was 
rejected by a large majority, notwithstanding that it was 
supported by th^ recommendations of a committee that had 
sat some years before, and by the arguments from Flood 
and others, to the effect that the debt had been constantly 
increasing since the augmentation of the army in 1762, at 
the rate of £100,000 per annum — that a country like Ire- 
land, " whose circulating cash was but one million and a 
half, could not bear such a military establishment" — that 
" by frugality, we might be able to assist England in the 
hour of distress," &c. &c. In 1784, parliament was again 
thanked^from the throne for the " cheerfulness^^ with which 
they had made provision for " the exigencies and honor of 
his Majesty's government." The viceroy's speech at the 
conclusion of the next session, 1785, thanked the Commons 
" in his Majesty's name for their liberal provision for the 
public service^ honorable support of his government^ and 
generous contribution of supplies^ In this session they 
had voted new taxes to the amount of £140,000, in order 
to make the annual revenue of the country cover its ex- 
penditure, which, for twenty- five or twenty-six years before 
it had constantly failed to do ; and in the succeeding session 
continued the same taxes for the same purpose and with 
perfect success. In this manner the Irish parliament con- 
tinued to earn and receive the royal thanks for their " liber- 
alit^' and ^^ generositi/* during the remaining years of 
peace ; and the following short statement, in figures, of the 
respective increase of the British and Irish debts from the 
commencement of the last French war, to the Union, will Her ef- 
shew that, in fact, Ireland made greater efforts, proportion- ^j^ig ^ 
ably speaking, than Great Britain, towards the support of ^^^• 
the government and the defence of the empire. 
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Funded and Unfunded Debts^ unredeemed^ of Great Bri- 
tain and Ireland respectively^ in each of the years from 
1791 to 1801. 

TzABS. Gbeat Bbitain. Ibeland. 

!Siof 1792 £241,811,668 £2,252,667 

'» 1793 249,114,516 2,874,267 

1794 263,632,894 4,002,451 

1795 321,256,823 5,577,098 

1796 364,581,572 6,537,467 

1797 388,916,734 10,134,674 

1798 416,799,075 15,806,723 

1799 424,519,343 23,100,785 

1800 450,504,984 28,541,157 

(Accounts in Appendix^ from No. 1 to No. 12, Par. Paper, 

35 of 1819.^ 

Now, if it be borne in mind that, until a few years be- 
fore the commencement of the period 1780 — 1800, the 
Irish debt had never amounted to one million, it will be at 
once seen how very great were the exertions of Ireland 
while legislatively independent. 

Taking her prosperity during that period to have been 
all that it is said (with good reason) to have been, her exer- 
tions must have been enormous, to have incurred such a 
debt notwithstanding such prosperity. Supposing^ for a 
moment J as the unionists contend, that she wa^ not hy any 
means so prosperous, then her good will and anxiety to 
assist England, become still more apparent and conspicuous. 
' ^^^ As, therefore, the assertion of Ireland's undue exemp- 
efore tion from public burthens before the Union cannot be main- 
'°^ tained, the last of the three pretexts is disposed of, on 
which the opponents of the legislative independence of 
Ireland attempt to ground the assertion of injury to even 
ind's <^^ other nation from that independence. Consequently, 
ilative i)^Q fij^t of i\^q ^wo cases laid down by us in the commence- 

2(1 was ment, as being genei:ally held to justify greater restrictions 
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of natural right in one country than in another, cannot be no injury 
said to exist with regard to Ireland. It remains to be con- land, 
sidered, whether the second of these cases does or does not Neit 
exist ; namely, whether her history, while in the enjoyment Kid'ire- 
of leffislative independence, can be said to aflTord proofs that ^^^^ ^®^ 
she was incapable of rightly managing her own affiurs. ^'^ 
One class of arguments much used by the assertors of ^^t f^ 
this incapacity, are deduced from the profligate jobbing, 
and the cruel religious persecution, of which, undoubtedly, If tish 
the Irish parliament was guilty. The answer is so plain ^nt p^r, 
and palpable, that it needs but to be stated, without de- secuting 
laying for conmient or protracted consideration. Of reli- fligate, 
gious persecution the English parliament was, at least, o/e„^' 
equally guilty ; and if it were less given to profligacy and land bet- 

4av 9 

" jobbing" — (a matter by no means to be taken upon credit ; 
but the examination of which is not needed to strengthen 
our answer)— this is to be remembered, that in Ireland the 
parliament was not that of the natioriy but of a party— of 
a sect, and yet not of the entire even of that sect : its 
constituencies being most limited; and no less than 216 
out of the 300 members of the commons, being, in fact, 
what is called " nominationr-mewibeTs." 
It has been too much the fashion, we must here remark The worst 

deeds of 

incidentally, to decry the parliaments -that existed in Ire- the Irish 
land before the Union. We have already said that their P^^^ 

, •' mentwere 

bad deeds are indisputable, and in no way do we seek to under 
palliate them. But with all their faults, their conduct jnflu-^ 
on many occasions was such as would have done credit to ences. 
the legislature of any country — ^and this was when they 
acted of themselves ; while on the occasions when they 
acted badly, the crime was generally at the suggestion of 
England and for English purposes. To please England 
an- Irish parliament consented to the annihilation of the 
Irish woollen trade in 1699. To serve England, succes- 
sive Irish parliaments loaded their country with debt. It 
is, at the least, ungrateful in Englishmen to make this very 
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subserviency an argument and a reason for denouncing 

those who were guilty of it. 
d^S^its ^^ article No. 3, of the Appendix, are recorded several 
own. good deeds of Irish parliaments, which assuredly ought to 

be taken some note of, when its evil deeds have been so 

sedulously 

** Learned and conned by rote. 
To cast into our teeth 1" 

Various A very short summary is all that need be given here, 
crf^itss^. They showed their care of the public purse, and desire of 
assertion, preserving, at least, some principles of the constitution in 
Ireland, by rejecting money-bills in 1690, 1709, and 1769, 
either because of not having originated with themselves, or 
of alterations made in the English privy council — ^by de- 
feating, in 1729, an audacious attempt of the government 
to get the supplies for several years to come included in 
one vote, and by resisting even the crown itself, in its at- 
tempt in 1751-53 to assert a right of control over surplus 
monies then in the treasury. By the judicious manage- 
ment of the parliament, the debt of the nation was paid off 
by the year 1754, and a further surplus having occurred, 
they set about the distribution and allocation of it with 
a haste prompted and stimulated by their dread of a re- 
newed attempt on the part of the crown to control them 
in those respects*. 
Excuses We are not going to defend every item of application 
tivepoli(^ then and subsequently voted, but the great majority of 
in some them were for purposes of internal improvement — opening 
up the resources of Ireland, employing the people, &c. &c.; 
and if they were often ill-considered, the fault is mainly 
with the government, whose rapacity was dreaded, and 
with the ideas of the age, which were by no means ad- 
vanced on the subject of political economy. 

If ever there was a country in which legislative inter- 
ference to assist industry was required, that country was 
Ireland — ^where there had been so much legislative inter- 
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ference to cripple and impede it, England herself had 
hedged round her industrial interests with various protect- 
ive and fostering enactments ; several of them grievously- 
interfering with Irish interests; and the depressed and 
miserable condition of the latter seemed to demand the 
utmost efforts in a similar direction, that the limited power 
of the Irish legislature would allow them to make. 

In 1703, and again in 1719, the latter body protested Unques- 
against and sought to resist grievously unjust encroach- good con- 



ments upon their authority and power, made by the legis- ^"^* *" 
lature of Great Britain. In 1767, the Irish parliament 
passed a septennial bill, thereby voluntarily subjecting 
themselves to their constitutional responsibility to the 
people, at certain and definite periods, instead of as under 
the previous system, when the exercise of the electoral 
right depended upon the death of the monarch, if it were 
not his will during life to give the people that advantage. 
The English privy council, true to their unvarying policy 
of throwing every obstacle in the way of Irish rights, 
altered the provisions of the bill, substituting the term of 
eight for that of seven years ; in the unworthy hope, that 
as their assumed power of alteration had been so disputed 
and denied in Ireland, the measure in its new state might 
be dropped there. But rather than lose even a qualified 
benefit to their country, the Irish parliament took no 
notice of the aflfront to themselves, and passed the bill 
such as it was. 

The manner in which they compelled the concession of If base in 
commercial liberty in 17S0, and of legislative independence J^the** 
in 1782, is abundantly detailed in articles before referred English 
to in the appendix. If afterwards they basely surrendered ment. 
that independence to England, it was under the pressure 
of a system of intimidation and corruption without parrallel, 
and quite as great a disgrace to the British legislature 
that sanctioned and encouraged it, as to the Irish legislar- 
ture that sank under it. 

In matters of religion, if the Irish parliament acted 
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Catholic harshly and cruelly in the earlier and middle parts ol the 
p^^^" last century, so did the British, and towards the end of the 
f*we«l century the former set eagerly about repairing the evil, 
TJnion, having in twenty years, up to 1794, passed no less than 
from Enff- ^^^^ important enactments for removing reli^ous disabiUr 
land in ties.* They would have proceeded to remove the whole, 
but for the confusion and distraction of the rebellion 
fomented by the government for the purpose of stopping 
these and other efforts of the Irish parliament to benefit 
their country. The Union was then carried with a promise 
to the Catholics that the progressive benevolence of the 
Irish parliament towards them should be surpassed by 
the immediate and entire concession in their favor by the 
imperial parliament. Twenty-nine long years elapsed ere 
the promise was redeemed, and then only under the com- 
pulsion of an impending civil war. 
Other evi- Immediately after the achievement of legislative inde- 
attention pcud^ce in 1782, the Irish parliament passed a bill giving 
•° ^™te Jr^l^i^d the benefit, by express statute, of the En^iidi 
by the habeas corpus act, and another repealing the uncon- 
UMaent^' stitutional perpetual mutiny bilL In 1785 they were 
deluded and cajoled into accepting Orde's celebrated 
'^commercial resolutions," but by so small a majority 
that the government had to give the matter up. From 
that time until the Irish parliament ceased to exist in 
1800, if they displayed corruption and baseness at times, 
particularly in the last few years of their existence, the 
records of their legblation are not, however, deficient in 
evidences of firequent attention to at least the manu&o* 
turing interests of their country. 
What If this wretched parliament of a small section of the 

have b^n P^opk did yet shew itself so firequently worthy of being 
done by a entrusted with the business of legislation, what would not 

• The dates were respectively 1778, 1782, 1792, and 1793. The con- 
cessions progressively given, were of the rights of property, freedom of 
education, and of religious observances, admission to the professions and 
corporations, and, in short, of nearly everything, save admission to parlia- 
ment. 
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have been done by a body representing and really respon- parlia- 
sible to the entire people. The nation that made so really re- 
maiestic a movement as the splendid simultaneous rising present- 

, , , . , mg such a 

in arms of the Volunteer army in Ireland, in 1779, to people, 
defend their native land from invasion, and preserve her to 
the British crown, could not fail to have delegated worthy 
representatives of their patriotism and magnanimity, had 
the right of constitutional election been as free to them as 
they merited. And majestic as was this movement, it 
was even surpassed in splendour and true dignity by the 
conduct of the Irish people after their triumph in 1782 
— the moral greatness evidenced by the moderation and 
temper with which they bore that trimnph. The immortal 
Grattan thus speaks of it : (Vol. 2. of his life by his 
son.) 

" There are two days in the Irish history that I can Mr. Gnu 
never forget — ^the one, that in which we gained our free- ^duct * 
dom. How great the triumph ! how moderate I how well o^ ^^^ 
it was borne — with what dignity ^ and with what absence of 
vulgar triumph I The other was the day we lost our par- 
liament. It was a savage actj done hy a set of assassins 
who were brought into the House to sell the country and 
themselves : they did not belong to Ireland: some were 
soldiers f all were slaves / Everything was shame and 
hurry f and base triumph /*' 

It has been, perhaps, too great a concession on our parts, 
to condescend to consider at all the insulting objection as 
to Ireland's incapacity for seltgovemment. Yet we do not 
regret the time we have given to it, as thus an opportunity 
has been afforded of summing up the good deeds of the 
certainly defective, and occasionally very corrupt — ^but still 
more calumniated^ parliament of Ireland. 

Unable, thus, to find in the history of the past any justi- Incapaci* 
fication for Ireland's deprivation of her legislature, the next proved 
question is, whether there be any compensating advantages ^^^J^ 
in the existing state of things. This is matter for another 
chapter. 
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CHAPTER II. 

If Uidon If the existing system by which the laws that bind Ire- 
&eland, land are made by a parliament sitting in another country, 
ite ^ ood ^ tod so little representing her, be the best, its benefits shonld 
results? assuredly be obvious; or, at any rate, not difficult to be 
rfiown and proved. Has the commerce of Ireland flourished 
under this system? Have her manufactures spread and 
increased? Is capital abundant? Are public burthens 
Comparatively lighter than before the Union? What is 
the condition of the people? 
Reference The two first of OUT queries will be found most sufi- 
No^'l^f^ ficiently and irreftitably answered in the negative, in the 
Appen- Addenda to article No. 4, of the Appendix. There it 
«*Co^' is shown, on the indisputable authority of figures, from 
mercial documents authenticated by the opponents of Bepeal them - 
&^ selves, that commerce and manufketures have much and 
seriously declined. The only asserted prosperity is that ol 
merce *^^ linen-trade, and its condition in Belfast is the only case 
*'^°^' ^^*^* ^®re the assertion perfectly established, there still 
tures de- would be little thereby proven for tiie general and greater 
clrned. prosperity of Ireland since the Union. The trade pros- 
pered before that measure. If it have in any degree bettered 
itself since, is nothing to be allowed lor the number of 
years that have smce elapsed? True, it is attempted to be 
maintained, that had not the Union occurred the two par- 
liaments would have so diflFered in their views of oommer- 
riftl policy, as in all probatttlity to lead to a system of 
inutual prohibitions, and that thus we should lose our best 
customers, the English, for our linens. The simple answer 
to this is, that England has taken our linens because tiiey 
suited her in quality and price, better than she could pro- 
vide herself elsewhere. Any pa*8on who will read the 
historical facts detailed in the article on "Commercial In- 
justices," already referred to in the Appendix, will be slow 
to believe that England would do towards us what no 






AN AilGUM£NT FOR IRELAND. 19 

country ever yet did towards another, namely, make u« 
a compliment of her custom to her own prejudice and 
injury. 

Even from the mouths of Unionists our miserable defi- Want of 
ciGDey as "la capital may be gathered. Their commonest 
eutory against constitutional agitation in Ireland is, that it 
prevents what Ireland so much wants, according to them, 
namely, British capital, from entering the country and 
giving employment to the people. 

According to the evidence given before ^e Conmaittee Draim of 
en Exchanges in 1804, the absentee-drain from Ireland ™om^. 
was then no more than two millions ; it is now generally ^«^ 
admitted to be about four millions, and by many rated 
lugher. This drain of capital then has much increased 
CHBce the Union. At present too there is a revenue drain 
of between a million and a million and a half. This goes 
to England, and 'is there applied by the British Chancellor 
of the EKchequer according to his ^scretion. Before the 
Union the government establishments in Ireland required 
;&e greater part of our revenue, and the r^nainder was 
Bidbjeot' to the control and dispo^tion of the Irish parlia- 
ments On these items and that of the money sent to pur- 
chase British manufactures in articles we used to jmanufiic- 
ture at-home, there ^sannot be a less amount of drain from 
Irebudd at ^fesent than from eight to nine millions, one- 
faalf of wUch drain did not exist in 1799. 
. To the appendijE we again refer for a full answer to the ^^^^ in- 

. , • n 1 !• 1 crease of 

query xespeetmg the companative state oi our public bur- public 
th^is before and since i^he Union. The article on the Taxa- „^^®JJ1 

since the 

tion liijustiee, will be found to give that answer. We may Union. 
content ourselves here with stating, that whereas, by the re- dixf ??of 
.port of the Finance Committee of 1615, the Irish taixation is ^0 
dedtfed to have increased from 1801, in the proportion of 
23 to 14), while the British only as 21;]^ to 10, tiie remission 
(A taxation rince then (viz., since 18 14>15) has been, accord- 
ing to palrlkuBentary paper 573 of 1843, £45,549,683 for 
Great Britain, and only £2,416,981 for Irdand; or, in the 

c2 
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proportion of neaxly nineteen parts for the former, to one 
for the latter ! 

Our prospective state is still worse — ^for whereas before 
the Union we were liable only for our own debt of twenty- 
three millions at the utmost, and any surplus which should 
remain after defraying the charge on that and other public 
charges, might be applied to the reducing of our burthens; 
Mortgage the case now is, that if our revenue were to increase a 
for En^ thousandfold, our having been made liable equally with 
land's England for the whole of her enormous debt of between 
seven and eight hundred millions, would prevent us from 
receiving the benefit of one shilling in the way of reduction 
of taxation; unless indeed. Great Britain should choose to 
relieve herself; when she would do so with our money, 
and, as we have seen before, in a proportion far exceeding 
that in which she would relieve us I 
State of The next query which we have enunciated at the begin- 
ple. ning of this chapter is : What is the condition of the 

people of Ireland ? 

To this let the report of the Poor Law Commission give 
Two mil- an all-sufficient answer. There are two millions of paupers 
paupers in ^ ^ population of not eight millions and a half 1 Nothing 
Ireland, ^jjg^j^ existed before the Union could be worse than this. 

Forty-three years of the operation of a statute asserted 
to have worked extraordinary benefits to Ireland, and at 
the end of them one-fourth of the people of Ireland pau- 
pers ! — One man in every four a beggar I 
Asserted But it is said, that passing the economic view of the 
a^general question, the people have been benefitted, as they have 
nature. got catholic emancipation, parliamentary reform, and mu- 
nicipal reform. 
Would The question we have already started, namely, what 

measures ^^^7 be the grounds for supposing that the Irish parliament 
have been would not have enacted those measures, had it continued, 

passed by _ . , " . 

an Irish must first be settled, ere we attribute them to the mfluence 

mwitV ^^ *^® Union. In our appendix, in the article No. 3, 

treating of Irish parliaments, no less than fpur steps 



Alf ARGUMENT FOR IRELAND. 21 

towards the entire enfrancliisemeiit of Catholics are shewn* 
to have occurred within twenty years up to and including 
1793. But for the madness of the United Irishmen, this 
among other beneficial mersures would have gone on to 
consummation; but the secret conspirings, and at length, 
the wild and mad outburst of rebellion of which these 
parties were guilty, baffled the fortunes of Ireland, and 
gave a fearful advantage to her unscrupulous enemies, not 
only to stop the career of good legislation, but to trample 
upon the hopes as well as the rights of the Irish people, 
and give what almost seemed a security of permanency to 
their tyrannous dominion over that people, by the destruo^ 
tion of the Irish parliament, and the subjection of Ireland^ 
absolutely and unlimitedly, to the will and pleasure of a 
legislature of strangers. 

For the monstrous inequalities and injustices that marked 9^^^ ^^^ 

iGcts And 

our ** reform bill," as compared with the measure of injustices 
reform coniceded to Great Britain in 1832, we refer to the meMures 
1st article in the Appendix. They are beginning now to of parlia- 
be so generally, nay, universally admitted, that it would be Md*muni. 
a waste of time to repeat here the fects that will be found S^P^ ^f 

, ■'• , . form that 

m the reference we have just given. have beei| 

' Municipal reform has been indeed ^ven us, but m'^^^^ 
what manner and degree ? England and Scotland had it 
for years before us, and our petitions on the subject were 
contemptuously rejected. At length, as a bone would be 
thrown to a dog, a scanty and insultingly limited measure; 
wasi as it were, flung to us. 

In England the simple fact of being rated to the poor 
and borough rate, were it only at one shilling, constitutes 
a man a burgess. In Ireland he must be rated at ten 
pounds a year, under a valuation known to be considerably 
lower than the real value ; the Consequence of which is, 
that in Dublin, for instancie, a man must occupy a tenement 
wdrih nearly twenty pounds a year, to be entitled to be a 
butgess. 

Th Liverpool or Bristol one tax is all that is needed to 
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be paid to ensure the municipal firancliise. In Ireland all 
local taxes must be paid, in no case less than nine in any 
ward in Dublin, and in some exceeding that amount. 
Again, the English municipalities retain the right of naming 
to the important office of the shrievalty in their respective 
localities. This is denied to the Irish, the appointment 
being vested in the goverment. 
Tetwedo These three measures — ^namely, catholic emancipation, 
these parliamentary reform, and mimicipal reform, limited and 
to^ritish i°s^*"igly restricted as the two latter are, and practically 
good will, neutralized as the former has been, by the exdurion of 
tiSion."^" Catholics from all but a very few places of hxmor and 
emolument, were yet not free and voluntaary grants from 
the Imperial Parliament, but confessedly and indisputably 
wrung from that parliament by agitation. If^ then^ Ireland 
with so small an influence over legislation as her &ne hundred 
members^ sitting in another country with 053 strangerSy was 
yet able to compel some measures ofgood^ however defective^ 
what would she not have been able to accomplish and obtain 
from a parliament sUting at home, all composed of Irishmen, 
and girt round by Irish influences 9 
Toot The only other measure of importance — and it certainly 

is one of awful importance — enacted for Ireland since the 
Union, is that of Poor Laws. In the present state of that 
measure — ^the bankruptcy of boards of guardians — ^the im- 
possibility of collecting the rate without bloodshed — the 
deep indignation and execration of the people at the conduct 
of the poor law officials — and the redundancy of beggars 
even where the workhouses are overflowing, not even the 
most hardy unionist will make much boast of on this score. 
If good, Opinions differ in Ireland as to the adviseability of any 

pwSa! P^^^ ^^^ 5 ^^^ ^^® ^^ *^^ ^* ^^^ ^^* important dis- 
sent cussions of an Irish parliament would inevitably be upon 

long ago that question. We are not now called upon to discuss it, 

^^®x J but there is no assertion of ours that we have stronger 

adopted , , , *^ 

them. grounds for making, or on which we so little dread contra- 
diction, than that this discussion would have been twenty 
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pr thirty years ago entered upon in parliament at home, 
the public mind in Ireland having, for at least that period, 
been occupied with the subject, while no attention was 
glvi^ to it in the British pai'liament until within the last 
t^n years. 

Had we had a domestic legislature during at least the The 
period last-mentioned, it is impossible but that the mon- t'^t^ 
strous "church grievance" should have been abated in Utiesgrie- 
Ireland* The commissioners of public instruction reported . 
in the year 1834, that there were but 800,000 episcopaliaji 
Protestants in Ireland. It is well known that this account 
was at any rate not undler-QiAtod^ and that it included every 
maQ, woman, and child that could by any possibility be put 
in the episcopalian ranks. Yet these 800,000 (diminished 
now in number, as is generally believed) have a church 
establishment magnificently provided for, at the expense of 
six millions and upwards of Catholics ! So monstrous an 
injustice could not have endured a year had the Irish 
people had a reformed parliament at home. 

Article No. 7, in the Appendix, deals with some of the 
details of this monstrous grievance. 

At the moment we are writing, the press of England, Confet- 
without distinction of party, is confessing that " something the Eng. 
must be done for Ireland, to make the people attached to ^^ P^ 

• • t «.asto the 

the Union 1" This confession, wnmg from them by theu* non-effi- 
alarms at the political agitation at present so extensive in ^^^^^^ 
this country, does, of itself, establish a case against thefir^ood. 
in^asure in question. Unfortunately for its defenders, the 
people of Ireland will trust no longer to words and promises. 
In 1834, the King, Lords, and Commons, united in a so- 
lemn declaration to Ireland, that, while they never would 
consent tQ Repeal, they would redress her grievances, and 
do. for her all that die required, short of giving her back 
iho power of making her own laws. The leader of the pt^adtea 
repeal agitation felt, that after so solemn a ^declaration ^^*^^® 
from the higher powers in the state, a refusal to give them upon. -. 
the opportunity of redeeming their promises, would here- 
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after enable them to charge on the Irish people themsdvee^ 

the disappointment of the hopes and the non-alleviation, of 

the miseries of these latter. He abated the agitation^-^-i^ 

ptople acquiesced in the experiments-six long years were 

^ven for the redemption of these solemn engagements, and 

six long years defimtively proved that they were made in 

^nd and deceit, and that the people of Ireland had no 

hope save in their own. exertions* 

Neither : There are then neither fiwrts on whidi to rest a belief 

n^rVr^" that OUT deprivation of the power of managing our own 

mises can ^J^BOXs has been palliated by any benefits resulting from the 

the evils Unaon ; • nor- are therfe promises on which trust or hope can 

Union. ^ placed for the future. The only censideratioo then 

which could remain to delay us from demanding omr l^e^ 

lative independence would be^ if there were truth in the 

assertions of our opponents, that whatever evils we may 

suffer from the Union, worse would result 6com its Repeal. 

• -We slKfcU consider this in the next chapter. 
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CHAPTER in. 

Usual ob- In considering the objections commonly urged to the 

m^^e to *'^'*tord,tidii of her parliament to Irdaatid, we shall take those 

Irish le- of teast plausibility first ; accordingly, we take the assertion, 

wdep^en- ^^^ *^^ Repeal would lead to Catholic ascendancy. 

dence. ("'There is a guarantee given against this by sAl the de* 

Catholic ckrations and a»ts of the Catholics of Ireland. Petitions, 

ascendan- uddresscs, declarations, resolutions, speeches j every con- 

^^' ceirable vehicle of human thought and human purpose, 

that have been adopted by even a section of that body, 

have uniformly, where at all referring to religious matters^ 

declared our desire and demand for that entire liberty of 

consdence, which consists not merely in the permission to 

each man to worship his God in the fiice of day in the 

manner that he thinks best, or in opening the way to pub- 
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£o fitoiion and > employmmtyhjxt in ihe entite abolitioB. of 
ftllinaauier of eompulsoiy payments Ixjr the members of one 
Aomi of Cbriatianit J to the 'pastors, teaofa^rs^ and support 
r«f any mother. The GathoKc->]»:date8 and dei^ of ihe 
jseeond order in >lreland,haye availed themselves «f eveiy 
opportunity to record their coincidence in these sentimeats 
ivith. tiie laity of their communion, and have continually 
added a declaration that they would not eondent to be conr 
neoted vfbh the state. History is much too replete with 
instances of ti^ye evild thai such conliexion oooaaioned to the . . 
catholic church, to make us desire to see the cause of those 
-evils brought into activity again. Wb, Catholics, arb 

BOUND THJSl^ BY OUR CONVICTIONS, WR ARB BOUND BY 
^UR MOST. SOI^BMN AND THOUSAND-^FOLD REPEATED DB*- 
CliABATIONS, NBTER TO SEEK FOR RBLiaiOUS ASGBNDANOY^ 
AND NEVBK TO ACCEPT IT WERB IT EVEN OFFERED; AND 
WB .SitiEOUl«D BB UTTBROLT FAITHLESS, AND FOR EVER Dia* 
GRACED, IF WB BVBR SHRUNK FROM THE STRICTEST IN- 
TERPRETATION OF THOSE ENGAGEMENTS. 

The Protestants of Ireland would have the additional 
guarantee of a nearly altogether protestant house of lords, 
and of the influence of. the immense proportion of territorial 
influence which is In the hands of the members of that 
^ireed* •■•■ • .. . ; 

' They would furtbei? have the guarantee of what takes 
|i)aoe in catholic countries abroad. In aU of thetn indeed^ 
the catholic reli^onklthe religion :of the state; butrha4 
beenjtnade so by no>new:eiiaotmenty^being a matter of i old 
mstitution. But in none of them is thesre aay species oi* 
politiGal* exclusion whatsoever on account Of difference ief 
&ith; and. if the pi?oteSt»nt inhabitaiits hate to pay tow^ 
ards ' catholic . purposes, inasmuch as a portion. of the 
produce of the general taxes in those couxttriesi is devoted to 
snch purposes by the government^ they have at least the 
comfiMTt of knoiting that their catholic neighbour, enjoying 
no' exemption from taxation, pays equsdly indirectly with 
tiiem, but itt%l as. much, towards protestant. purposes, the 
government making ample allocation for these last, as well 
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$8 for the former. Begenerated Ireland would go a fitiep 
beyond this ; and having in her adversity madis experience 
of the voluntary ay stem, and found it admirable in ensuring 
zealous clergymen and attached flocks, would retain it m 
her prosperity, and set a brilliant example for the world's 
imitation. 

This dread of catholic ascendancy is an honest but mo^ 
unreasoning and ungenerous fear with some, while with 
others it is a pretext and a bugbear. 
Yorkshire The next ol^eciion we shall notice contains something 
^hire'*' ^® what logicians call an argumentum ad abmriuvau 
compwed « Yorkshire," it is said, " and Lancashire have no parUar- 
1^^" ments ; what greater right has Ireland to a separate legis- 
laliure than either of Aem ?" " She is," add the broachers of 
this argument, *<an integral portion of the British empi;re, 
just as they are." This can be dismissed in very few 
words. Both of the counties named are physically, as 
well as palitically, portions of England, having the same 
population, manners, religion, laws, and history. Ireland 
is physically, most distinct from England, a sea rolling 
between them, a population preserving a total distinctness 
of race and religion, considerably distinct in manners, and 
having a history which is nothing but a record of fortunes 
most distinct and different from those of the sister country. 
Seven centuries of connexion have &iled to produce an 
identification of the people of the two countries, and forty 
years of united legislation have still left glaring discrepan- 
cies in their respective p,monnts of rights and privileges. 

The people of YorkshiJre are not compelled to pay to a 
church to which they do not belong; the people of Ir^lwd 
are. Yorkshire is pepree^ented in the united parliament, 
and so is Lancashire, in a m^anner far more proper tiojied to 
its population, size, &c. thw Ireland is with regard to 
hers. The article No. 1 in the Appendix, .before referred 
to, will shew the reader this disproportion. If the differ- 
ences we have glanced at were removed — if Ireland were 
upon an equality with Yorkshire or Lancashire, as to 
j&anchises, representation, freedom from taxation to the 
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churclx of die mimmtrf, ftc. &e., then the argument sought 
to be derived firom their case toight be taken into consider- 
ation, althoizgh still one easily to be refuted. The fact is, 
that it would be best treated by pushing the principle ii^ 
Tolred itt it to its legitnnate results, and insisting ih&t if 
centralization is to prevail with regard to the management 
of the legislative affiuTB of Ireland, it oi^ht also to prevail 
with r^ard to the munie^al affidrs of Duldin, and by a 
parity of reasoning, to those of Liverpool, Brktol, &e., 
whit^, if these tiieories be right, would all be better 
managed by one body sitting in London, thmi as at present 
by the local municijmlities in each ! 

The next objeetion is, that an Lrish parliament would be Would 
too detnocratb j yet the repealers look for noting beyond ^ua. 
what iJie reformers of Endand desire. Like them, Aey ">«°t ^ 

1 • 1 I • n It in • /» 1 *^^ demo- 

do certainly desu*e a mil and iree representation ox the cratic? 

people--^vote by baQot, to protect the poor or dependent 
^oter, and short parliaments to make representatives more 
accountable ; but they are devoted to the present constitu- 
tional monarchy, and are &r less hostile to a house of 
peers as a state institution, than are the people and middle 
classes of England. No man who has watched and com- 
pared the speeches, &c. of the liberals of Great Britain and 
of Irelaiid respectively, can fail to have been struck with 
the fkt greater tendency of the former towards jacobinism, 
than of the latter. 

A most certain means of preventing the spread of ex- 
treme democracrjr in Ireland would be, by the wealthier 
and the titled classed putting themselves at the head of the 
popular movement. This once done, and done heartily, 
tibey would soon find their legitimate influence fir more 
thiatn sufficient to check the tendencies so dreaded, and to 
keep the popular mind within the limits that the most 
timid could desire. 

The next matter put forward to discountenance the A longer 

• . A ■. . t 1 1 tnaltothe 

proposition of repeal is, the vague and general assurance, xjnion I 
that although the Union may not yet have done much 

i 
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good to Ireland, it aseoredly will, if allowed a longer 
trifd; and the case of Scotland is cited as one in point. 
" For a considerable time she improved indeed slowly,** is 
confessed^ but it is triumphantly added, that at length she 
did improve, and ere the end of the century " transcend- 
antly flourished in consequence of her imion with Great 
Britain*" It will not require much delay to dispose of 
this argument. The principal supporter of the assertion of 
Scotland's greater improvement was the right honorable 
Henry Dundas — himself a Scotchman — and the proofs he 
brought forward (in his speech of February 7, 1799,) were 
these : " That Scotland had for sale^' as he phrased it, 
" 1,000,000 yards of linen, her staple mann&cture in 1706; 
and in 1796, 23,000,000." But Ireland, according to John 
Foster, and the hand-loom report (of 1838), exported : — 



Yean. 


Yards. 


Value. 


Glasgow Population. (By 
Dundas.) 
Yrs. Pop. 


1706 
1783 
1796 


630,838 
16,039,705 
46,705,319 


£22,750 
1,069,313 
3,113,687 


1706 14,790 

1798 77,042 



But no statement of the increase of general population^ 
which was a million in 1706, and only one and a half million, 
according to Mr. Pitt, in 1799; while Ireland had not 
more than 1,500,000 in 1706, and "now" (u e. 1799> 
4,500,000.* But the fact is, that even could Scotland be 
shown to have increased from her union to 1800 in a greater 
proportion than Ireland during the same time, the com- 
parison would not be fiiir, as Scotland was, owing to Eng- 
land's trade-jealousies in the most miserable condition — the 
"Navigation Act having shut her out from the West 

• Again Lord Sheffield, in his ** Observations on the Trade, &c., of Ire- 
land," 1785, states, at pa^e 284, that the Irish exports to England alone, on a 
fire yewPB average, ending 1783, were in value £2,301,444, while Chal- 
mers, in his " Comparative Estimate of Scotland and England," p. 2^, 
printed at London, 1794, gives four years average of Scotland to all the 
world, at only £802,345. 
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Indiee, and England having interfered every where with 
her trade. Scotland had not yirtue enough to right this 
evil, by asserting the independence of her own parliament, 
which latter was a mere rotten borough of the crown, in 
cwsequence of the two branches of the legislature sitting 
together, and the power which thus the crown, of course, 
had and exercised, of obtaining a majority, by increasing 
the number of barons. Moreover, there were th6 ** lords of 
articles" as they were called, a small body appointed by 
government, who had the power of veto over every propo- 
sition before the latter could be submitted to the legislative 
body. Still such virtue is there in home-legislation, that 
eveapi with this most defective and scarcely to be so called 
parliament, Scotland was, by the establishment of an East 
Indian and Darian company, put in the fair way of profit- 
able trade, had not England forcibly interfered; and 
notwithstanding that forcible interference, would have 
succeeded had she had capital.* 

Having now disposed of the least plausible objections to 
Bepeal, we now address ourselves to the main and only one 
that can really be called an argument, viz. : l^t separate 
and co-ordinate legislatures in the same empire cannot 
work together. Were there soundness in this, Ireland The only 
might have to consider whether the connexion between her Sblections 
and Great Britain were worth the deprivation of her own to Repeal, 
parliament. But soundness there is none in the argument 
we are dealing with, as will easily appear upon a little 
consideration. The assertions on the subject are four in 
chief: 

1st. — That between two independent parliaments in the Questions 
same empire, there would be differences on the question of cy, ^^ 
succession to the throne, and of a regency. 

2nd. — That the two parliaments might differ as to the ^^r 
necessity and support of a war. 

3rd. — That in commercial matters their interests might Com- 
jar, and conflicts ensue. merce, 

* For Ireland's flourishing condition, from *82 to 1800, see article 10. 
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Finance. 4tfa.-^That as to fmancjftl arrangements, iJiere would be 
most serious difierences of opinion and practice. 

First, re- To the first of these objections we answer, that there 

^^°^^* ecdsts at this moment unrepealed, an act of an Irish parlia- 
mait, known in the Irish Statute Book as the 33rd 
Henry VHI. chap. 1, which constitutes the King of Eng- 
land, his heirs and successors, kings of Ireland, with all 
power, aoitority, and dignity appertaining to the kingly 
office in Ireland. By that act we are bound, and wotdd 
be bound, tintil specially r^>ealed. But we are ready to 
agree, as we have said in another place, that one of the 
artides^of int«mational treaty at the time of abrogatmg 
the legislatiTe xmion ehoidd be, that the king, or regent 
de fcueto in England, should be king or regent de jwre in 
Ireland. 

Thus should we dose up one source of civil war and 
eonfusion, and meantime lose no real advantage, for, after 
all, those who hold the purse-strings are the real governors 
of a country, whoever may be the person enjoying the 
name, style, and dignity. 

Second, Mr. Speaker Poster shall help us to answer the second 

W3T And 

peace. allegation. In his speech in the Irish House of Commons, 
11th April, 1799, (in committee on the Union Bill) he 
said:— 

*^ As to peace and war, it is to be recollected that the 
sole and absolute power of making either rests with the 

executive. It is the King's prerogative But, from 

the bedance of pcwerto which the British constitution owes 
its great excellence^ the executive, though vested with 
power to act by declaring war, is forced to apply to paiv 
liament for meai» to earry it on, and, therefore, must con- 
sult their opinion Suppose the Briti^ parliament to 

approve a war, and that of Ireland to disapprove, the only 
difficulty which this difference of sentiment could create 
would be, that the one who disapproved might wilhhold 
its supplies until it could be induced to acquiesce. It 
could not, by the refosal, stand clear of the miseries, and 
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hazards, and losses of wscr, becatise the king*s dieolaration 
involves it equally ivith Britain.'' 

To this we need only add, that should such hesitation 
occur on the part of Ireland, it would in effect, be beneficial 
to the ^npire, as the knowledge of its likelihood would 
jtnake a minister doubly cautious how he rashly involved 
ihe Empire in the expense and miseries of a state of war. 

But let us not pass from this pcHnt without drawing the England's 
ifmnediate attention of Irishmen to this question, as it expenan: 
would be effected in the recent most expensive wars of Canada, 
Oreat Britain. We allude to those of Canada, China, Mediter- 
Affghanistan and the Mediterranean. The assembly of ^^^^ 
JU>wer Canada sought by the constitutional means ofnistan. 
iimiting thie supplies, to gain some influence over liie con- 
duct of the executive, in giving offices to a party in the 
jprovinoe opposed to the opinions of the bulk of the popu- 
lation and of the legislature itself. Upon this the British 
government at home invoked the interference of the im- 
perial parliament. Although a question might well be 
raised as to the justice of the extent at least to which that 
interference was pushed, still enough of their parliamentary 
liberties were left to the Canadians inviolate, to render an 
appeal to arms totally inexcusable. But in blaming them 
for thus plunging into all the crime andinisery of insurrec* 
iion, we are not to save the government harmless. If the 
original evil had not been committed, viz., the truckling to 
4an old ascendancy party, the long train of evils which 
£)llowed would not have occurred; and the recent conduct 
of Sir Charled Bagot, when governor-general, shews how 
useless all the expense and bloodshed has been, since the 
original concessions which the house of assembly required, 
viz., the giving a share in administrative offices to others 
besides the &ction. noticed, have been by him made and 
a{^roved of at h6me. The bloody struggle to obtain a 
five years' delay to these concessions has cost, it is said, 
a million and a half to the empire, in addition to the 
loss of life and the crimes that were committed during 



i 



war. 



32 AN ARGUMENT FOR IRELAND. 

the brief contest. What concern had Ireland in the 
matter ? Of what advantage to her is Canada ? Of what 
benefit to her was the temporary triumph over the public 
opinion of Canada ? Yet Ireland has had to pay largely, 
out of her taxes towards these most fruitless expenses. 
Had she had her own parliament, England would have 
been left to pay the cost of her obstinacy alone. Can any 
Irishman say that this would not have been most right ? 
New dan- The recent journals from British North America, an- 
certoire- nouncc that the present governor-general, Sir C. Metcal^ 
being in. has tumed out the ministry that had the confidence of the 
vo vea in Qam^jjajj parliament, and has done so on nearly the very 
question that originally led to the insurrection. The 
popular ministry fairly considered that their own tenure 
of office was little better than nominal, unless they had the 
control of their departments and the patronage thereunto 
appertaining. The governor-general has refused to them 
these concessions, and so £u* manifests a spirit to undo and 
make worse than a mockery of the conciliatory and most 
wise measures adopted in the time of his predecessor. The 
quarrel is the graver, as this time it is with the united 
legislature, of English as well as French Canada, instead 
of as before, with only that of the province in which.the 
French population prevailed, and which had a oounteiv 
balance in the opinions of the province where the English 
settlers preponderated. Another and more dangerous 
revolt is therefore not unlikely ; and in this case Ireland, 
under the union-arrangements, must bear a part of the 
burthen, although adverse to the counsels that are prov(>- 
king the outbreak. 
The war The China war originated from the practice of opimn- 
J^* smuggling — nearly exclusively carried on by British mer- 
chants. Ireland had no concern in the iniquitous traffic 
The Chinese government themselves were deeply guilty 
by the nearly universal connivance of its ministers and 
agents, until their increasing extortion of enormous fees 
forced a rupture. That government is therefore not to be 



I 



AN ARGUMENT FOR IRELAND. 33 

excused; btit neither is the British — the latter having sanc- 
tioned the proceedings of the smugglers for the sake of the 
Indian revenue. The war that has resulted, has cost the 
empire about two millions of money, Irish as well as Bri- 
tish,' and this while Ireland had neither share nor profit in 
the illegal traffic of which we have spoken. Her own 
parliament woidd have protected her pocket in this instance 
also. 

The interference by England in the disputes between 
two barbarians in the Mediterranean — an interference that 
faact resulted only in the weakening and damaging the 
strength of the abler barbarian of the two — namely 
Mahomet Ali — (who, if encouraged and supported, might 
hatvie been of considerable use in helping to counteract and 
baffle the encroachments of Russia) — ^without adding any 
red str^gth to the feebler sultan, or in any way increasing 
the stability of his tottering throne, occasioned much waste 
of tlie resources of the empire. Here again her pariiament 
wduld have saved Ireland harmless. 

The pltmderings, treacheries, disasters, and massacres in 
Afl^hanistan, might have never occurred had the reckless 
hand of the British minister been stayed by the involuntary 
pindence to which he would have been compelled by the 
refusal of the Irish parliament to involve Ireland in an un- 
jtlst war. 

In all these cases, if England had chosen to go on single- 
haaded, no danger to the empire from invasion of the 
neutral portion of it, could of course have arisen, as neither 
Canadians, Chinese, Egyptians, or Affghans, would be 
likely to attempt a descent on the Irish coast. And in 
the case of war with a power able to make such an attempt, 
Ireland's previous neutrality would not of course save her 
from the necessity of defending her own shores, and the 
ve*y attack would make her, however unwillingly, a party 
to-t]ie frill in the contest. 

0<Hne we now to the third prediction of the mutual in- Alleged 
compatibility of separate and co-ordinate legislatures in the commer- 

D 
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^!^ British empire, viz. — that in commercial matters there. 

ences. would be jarring and differences. 

If the freely chosen representatives of the Irish people 
should differ in opinion with the English parliament in 
these respects, nothing could be more right than that the 
opinions and will of the former should prevail in Ireland. 
If England apprehended any evil from the commercial 
policy adopted by the Irish legislature, she still could 
guard her own ports against Ireland as well as against 
foreign countries. We now suffer cruelly, whensoever 
an occasion arises when England, in her commercial 
negotiations with foreign powers, conceives she can bene- 
fit her own interests at the expense of ours. Thus our 
linen trade was recklessly imperilled in negotiations with 
France, and our provision trade offered as a sacrifice in 
an attempted treaty with Portugal ; and we are not left 
at the mercy of foreign powers alone, but every little 
colony is allowed to deal with us as it likes. Early in the 
last year our provision merchants had to make loud an(J 
utterly fruitless complaints against the conduct of the 
legislature of Jamaica, which suddenly raised the duties on 
our imports into that island, to a scale varying from 20 to 
to 70 per cent, of increase upon their former amount. 
Thus, one of our only remaining manufactures, if it can be 
so called, was grievously injured, while the compulsion 
was left upon us of purchasing the higher-priced coffees 
and sugars of the British West Indian islands, instead of 
being allowed to supply ourselves with those articles 
cheaper from foreign colonies. If it was right and feir 
that the British West Indies should not restrict themselves 
to Ireland for provisions, when they could be more con- 
veniently supplied elsewhere, surely it would be right and 
fair that Ireland should have the power of supplying her- 
self more conveniently elsewhere than from them, with the 
important article of coffee and the necessary article of 
sugar. 

The spread of the principles of free trade is likely ere. 
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long to diminish much the chances of differences in com- 
mercial matters between countries politically independent 
of each other. How much more likely is it then, that the 
chance of differences between two countries politically con- 
nected, as Ireland and England must for their own wel- 
fare continue to be, should be diminished. And where a 
case of difference might possibly arise, England would have 
this advantage on her side, that Ireland could not afford, 
for any ordinary matter, or even for many extraordinary 
points, to risk being excluded from the markets of her rich 
and powerftd neighbour ; and so would be rather inclined 
to concede than to resist. 

With many, the pretext we are considering is but a Jealousy 
cloak for their jealous apprehension of Ireland's rivalry in possSfle 

commerce and manufactures. If this intolerant class are prosper- 
ity. 
to be noticed at all, it should suflSce to say, that the world 

is wide enough for us all; and that it is nothing other 
than a blasphemy against Divine Providence, to suppose 
that the fair and legitimate prosperity of one country can 
ever be an injury to that of another. But in truth, to 
dread rivalry from Ireland in these particulars, is — irrespect- 
ive of the considerations we have just mentioned — ^absurd, 
if only on account of the remote possibility of such an 
event. Were all the capital of Ireland now drained from 
her to be at once restored, and doubled, trebled in amount, 
it still would be impossible that she could for several years 
rival England in manufactures generally. One or two, or 
even three particular branches might succeed, and in some 
measure compete with English products of the same descrip- 
tion, but she should still supply herself for the major part 
from England ; and what competition she might be able to 
establish would, in fiict, be a benefit to the English con- 
sumer, as it would necessarily lower prices to him. 

Humanity requires that new sources of industry and Ireland 
employment should be opened up in Ireland. Employ- ^^^^f ^^ 
ment on the land has altogether failed, as it must ever tures. 
fell, as a means of supporting the entire population of a 

d2 
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cotmtry. The commonest complaint we hear is, that thd 
land is overstocked, that the wretched peasantry of Ireland, 
having no means of subsistence other than by the occupar- 
tion of land, bid as it were, for life and death against each 
other, at the land^auctions^ (as they are aptly termed,) 
which take place on the ejectment of a tenant, or dropping 
of a lease; and that thus an almost irresistible temptation 
is put in the way of the Irish landlord or agent, to demand 
exorbitant rents. The best, because most natural remedy 
for this state of things, and consequently the best prevents^ 
tive of the horrid land-murders which result from it, would 
be the restoration of manufactures and commerce to Ire- 
land ; whereby the surplus population would have opened 
to them other and abundant sources of employment and 
subsistence. 
Alleged ^^ ^^^ matter of the fourth prediction, viz., that of 
possible possible "financial" disagreements, we need not long 

fin&nci&l 

disaifree- delay. Article No. 6, in the Appendix, will have made 
ments. j^q reader acquainted with the injustices we have suffered, 
and the grievances we have to complain of, under the 
financial arrangements at the time of the Union, and in 
1816. It will there be seen what a heavy sum we would 
be entitled, in strict right, to demand as no more than a 
small compensation for the unjust drains of forty-thi*ee 
years. But that article also contains the outlines of a plan 
by which relief could be given to Ireland, and yet no 
heavy additional payment demanded from Great Britain, 
either as compensation to her injured sister, or provision 
for the burthens which ought justly to be transferred firom 
the shoulders of the latter. We need not enter here into 
the details of the scheme, which are suflSciently explained 
in the Appendix,* to which we direct attention — ^but may 
content ourselves with stating that the simple principle of 



* The plan in question is not put forward as adopted by the Repeal party, 
or even as in favour with any considerable portion of them, but as a sug- 
gestion to induce discussion and consideration of future financial arrange* 
ments. 
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the arrangement there prpposed is, that as Ireland is made 
to contribute so heavily to the imperial expenditure, a 
corresponding proportion of that expenditure should be 
allotted to her. This could be done by sharing the govern- 
ment establishments more equally between the two coim- 
triea, stationing a portion of the imperial navy in our 
admirable harbours, and allotting to us the special support 
of that portion — be it as large as England mi^t choose — 
dealing similarly with the army, with the ordnance, the 
civil establishments of government, &c. &c. Thus, without 
the remission of one tax to Ireland, without the additional 
exclusive imposition of one upon Great Britain, the former 
would, be materially benefitted ; and as her properity in- 
creased, she would speedily be able to bear a £ir higher 
proportion of the imperial expenditure, than can now be 
wrung from her poverty and destitution. 

We might have spared the reader much of this dis- Mr. 
cussion by confining ourselves to the simple recording of |^^®' 
Mr. Speaker Foster's arguments on the points involved on these 
in it. We have already quoted a portion of those argu- P°^°*^- 
ments, and now subjoin further quotations from the same 
speech : — 

" Theory, and theory alone, says, that the separate par- 
liaments, may disagree. But there is no one argument 
you can. apply as shewing a consequent necessity of con- 
solidating them, that will not apply much stronger for the 
consolidation of the two houses in each ; and the same 
arguments will all further apply, with equal strength, to 
consolidate the two houses with the king, for fear of the 
nattional concerns being impeded by disagreement* Thus 
your arguments will end in the absurdity, that you must 
consolidate the three estates of each kingdom into one, for 
f^ar of a difference of opinion between them, arising from 
the exercise of their free judgments ; that you must 
abandon the glorious constitution of a mixed government 
which you now enjoy, and adopt that of a single monarch, 
orsin^e pdwer, wherever it may rest, either in a monarch. 
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an oligarchy, or a republic. But practice^ which is a more 
steady guide than theory, tells you the reverse. In points 
of peace and war, the Irish parliament has never, even 
during centuries, differed in opinion with the British; 
though its power to do so has ever been as unlimited, and 
equally free, before as since the constitution of 1782. No 1 
interest is a sure guide to nations ; and it never was, nor 
ever can be, the interest of the smaller number to differ 
from the larger — of the weaker to differ from the more 
powerfid, on such a matter ; and it is no rash prediction to 
say, that good sense, and even necessity must soon reconcile 
the differing body, if unfortunately such an instance should 
occur. 

" But if we look into the principles of the British con- 
stitution, we shall find there abundant reason not only to 
reject arguments of such a theory as would consolidate the 
legislatures, but even not to adopt such measure were it 
practicable. That constitution was not the work of one 
man, or of one age : it has gradually softened down in the 
course of centuries into that perfection we now have — more 
by the collision of circumstances than by the efforts of 
hiunan wisdom or foresight. That collision has imper- 
ceptibly formed a balance in its constituent parts, which, 
by the power of mutual checks, keeps each within its 
bounds, and preserves the whole in its true perfection. 

" That balancing check is the true principle to which it 
owes its preservation — destroy it, and the whole is gone I 
Is it wrong, then, to look for similar good effects from the 
same balancing princij^le in the connexion between the 
legislatures of the two islands, as in the connexion between 
the component parts of each legislature ?" 
Siimmar "^^^ being aware of other objections of any plausibility 
and con- to the re-constitution of Ireland's independent parliament 
— ^f or the smaller fry of insulting prophecies of the corrupt- 
ness of an Irish parliament,* &c. &c., we shall not con- 



clusions. 






* The restored Irish parliament would, of course, be reformed in its con- 
stitution. The rotten Dorough system is condemned in both countries. 
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descend to notice ; there remains but for us to sum up the 
matter of these three chapters, and then leave our readers 
to the consideration of the facts adduced in the Appendix. 
The Summary need but to be brief. 

Ireland plainly did not injure any other country by her 
legislative independence ; neither was she incapable of ma- 
naging her own a£&irs ; therefore her case justified neither 
of the qualifications stated in the beginning of our first 
chapter, as being held to limit the application to a form of 
government in a country, of the test derived from the 
amount of individual liberty retained in the latter. There- 
fore Ireland being much more limited in that particular 
than is England, has been so limited unjustly. 

We then considered were there any palliatives for this 
injustice — ^and we found her revenue not increased since 
the Union, her commerce declined, her manufactures gone, 
her people starving ! herself in a position of great infe- 
riority in all points of political importance, as compared 
with England ; therefore we found no palliatives for the 
deprivation of her rights and liberties. 

We thirdly examined whether their restoration would be 
attended with worse evils than a continuance of their de- 
privation. We found that danger could not result to 
freedom of conscience; that the alleged danger of wild 
democracy was a bugbear ; that the example of Scotland's 
condition since ter Union actually told for our argument, 
as her improvement had been far less than ours under our 
enfranchised parliament; and her state previous to her 
Union had been very dissimilar from ours before 1800. 
We finally examined into all the branches of the attempted 
argument of incompatibility of separate parliaments ; and 
we found that divisions of opinion were likely only as to 
unnecessary wars — ^most unlikely in commercial matters 
— and easily obviable as to financial matters ; and, above all, 
as to the important question of the succession to the 
throne. 

From these premises we fairly and logically conclude, 
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that no such evils are to be apprehended from the restora- 
tion of our parliament as warrant our being denied it for 
even one additional month; and therefore we claim and 
demand the restoration of that parliament. 
Opportu- The history of Great Britain is not without instances of 
Oreat magnanimity and generosity, even at expense and loss 
Britain to j^ herself. But here is a case in which the exhibition of 

"be just , , , , 

and fear those qualities, 60 far from causing a loss, must result m 
"° * immense and continually increasing advantage. At present 

she holds us but by force, and our wretched poverty makes 
us xmable to contribute to the exigencies of the empire, 
save to a miserable sunount, although our proportion of im- 
posts is but little less than hers. Let her concede our 
rightful demands, and she, at once, and for ever, secures 
our warm and energetic affections; and, as our wealth and 
prosperity increase, so will our money aid most abundantly 
and heartily be augmented. Concession now would be 
gratefully received, and impose a debt which our gratitude 
would struggle hard to repay. Conoossion in any of the 
storms and dangers that now darken llie political faoiizon, 
and may, within a few months, burst upon England, will 
. lose half its merits from our bitter experience of its denial 
when she was strong, and our knowledge that we shall 
then only owe it to her fears and her distress. 
Whatever Whatever England may do, let Ireland but continue the 
d^^ ie?^ noble, peacefiil struggle in which she is epgaged, and as- 
Irishmeh suredly sucoess must crown, her efforts. Let Lishmen be 
Ireland. ° but true to the high destinies before them — let them per- 
severe resolutely but patiently — ardently but peacefidly — 
and be assured, that as their cause is good and holy, so if 
their efforts to advance it be kept within the bounds of 
order and of religion, the blessing of heaven will descend 
upon it and upon them ; and the past sufferings and miseries 
6f Lreland will be lost to the view on the page of history, 
in the dazzling and tmnscendant brightness of her future 
fortunes. 
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On this subjeet we copy the greater part of.. a report, 
drawn np by DanibIt O'Connbll, Mt.P.^.in Apnlj 18.40, 
and shall then proceed with aom^ additional matter. 

Report of the Committee of the National Association of 
. Ireland^ on the number of Representatives' to which 
Ireland is entitled, 

Tm: Committee to whom it wa« rf^ferred to consider the 
injustice done to Ireland by reason of the ihadeqiiate number of 
her representatives, have agi*^ed to 'the folio wing^ RSPOliT;' 
* They have divided the subject referred to, into two' distinct, 
branches: ' . "■ ■ 

Ist — That which relates to the gross or general number of 
representatives. 

2nd— TKa^ which relates to a comparative Statement of the 
representation of the English^ when contrasted with the Irish 
couhties and towns. 

I ' • I 

As to the £rst, your commiittee deem' it right to bring the 
attention of the association to the mode in' whfcH the nihnber of 
Irish members to sit in the united parliament was : calculated 
by Lord Castlereagh— -and for this purpose we refer to the 
scale drawn up by him, and exhibited to the Irish parliament. 

It is as follows : — 
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Members. 
For Population, ,. .. ... 202 

" Exports, •• .. .. .. 100 

" Imports, . . . . . . . . 93 

" Revenue, . . . . • • . . 39 



434 




The mean of these quantities gave 108^ ; so that, according 
to Lord Castlereagh's own calculation, the right of Ireland 
exceeded 108 members. No excuse was given for striking off 
the EIGHT — of these Ireland was defrauded without pretext or 
argument, and reduced to the number of 100. — Instead of 
striking off the 8, and leaving the 100, he might as well, in 
point of principle, have struck off the 100 and left the 8 ! 
. This was a glaring injustice ; but it was considerably aggra- 
vated by reason of the total fallacy of the scale adopted by 
Lord Castlereagh. For example, he took the population of 
Ireland as being only two-Jifths of the population of England, 
there being then no actual enumeration in either country — ^but 
the subsequent enumerations have proved that Ireland, instead 
of only two-fifths of the population of England, had, in fact, 
two-thirds — so that the allowance by Lord Castlereagh, 
on the above scale of 202 members, ought, in fact, to have been 
more than 300 on the score of relative population. 

The second item of the scale is equally fraudulent, namely, 
comparative estimate of exports ; that for Ireland was taken 
by Lord Castlereagh as only one-Jifth ; whereas, in fact, 
Ireland at that time supplied the British forces in almost every 
quarter of the globe, with provisions of every description, and 
her exports ought to have been taken at two-fifths at the 
least. 

The third item, the imports, were calculated as considerably 
below one-Jifthy but they certainly were much higher, and 
instead of 93 members, ought, at the very lowest calculation, 
have given Ireland 100 ; that is one-Jifth. 

The fourth item, of revenue, was perfectly fraudulent — 
because Ireland at that time owed a debt of only twentt^-three 
millions — whereas England at that time owed above four 
hundred and twenty-four millions ; the consequence is, 
that the interest of at least four hundred millions ought to have 
been deducted from the English revenue, before it was brought 
into a comparison with that of Ireland; and it is perfectly 
manifest, that in that view of it, the Irish revenue, instead of 
being what Lord Castlereagh called it, (one-twelfth^) was 
certainly at the least one-sixth. 

Your committee are convinced that they have made these 
corrections much more unfavourable to Ireland than they 
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really would have been, and they now beg leave to contrast 
the scale as produced by Lord Castlereagh, with that which 
he ought to have produced, if he had any regard to the just 
rights of the people of Ireland. 



Lord CastlereagKs Scale, 

Population, 2-5th8 202 

Exports, l-5th 100 

Imports, less than l-5th 93 

He VENUE, 1-1 2th ... 39 
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It ought to he. 



2-3rd8 
2-5 ths 
l-5th 
l-6th 



300 
200 
100 

78 

678 



The mean of the first was, as we have already shewn, 108 — 
which was the number of members Lord Castlereagh acf- 
mitted Ireland ought to have ; whereas, even upon the data 
assumed by himself, if this had been stated with any species of 
accuracy, the mean of the 678 would be 169^- 

Thus at the Union, if justice had been done to Ireland, she 
would have obtained 169 members instead of 100. 

The reason why this injustice was so readily acquiesced in 
by the Irish borough-mongers was, that «£ 15,000 was paid for 
every borough which was extinguished by the Union, and 
every possible claim was made, and in general allowed, to Uie 
patronage of the expiring boroughs. 

We have annexed a first and second Appendix to the present 
Report — the one containing the names oi the persons to whom 
the compensation was made — and the sums — amounting al- 
together to UPWARDS OF one MILLION. 

The second Appendix contains the claim of the Lord Bishop 
OF OssoRY for £15,000, for the borough of Irishtown, being 
part of the city of Kilkenny — a claim significant of the merits 
by which bishops were promoted in Ireland, and of the nature 
of parliamentary patronage. 

Your committee respectfully submit, that Ireland has a plain 
and manifest right to insist upon at least 169 members in the 
imperial parliament ; and that in the most unfavourable 
way against her, that the calculation could with any truth be 
made. 

Instead of revenue^ where the debt of each country was so 
disproportionate, the item of comparative rental should have 
been introduced, and not of revenue alone, as any evidence of 
comparative property. This point of view was taken up by 
Mr. Newekham, who was a member of the Irish parliament ; 
and having made corrections in Lord Castlereagh's tables, 
produced the following scale, which he demonstrated to be a 
much nearer approach to accuracy. 
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For comparative Population, . . • . 228 

** Exports, 179 

<' Imports, •• •• •• 168 

« Revenue, ...'•.. • • 85 

« Rental, 186 

846 

the mean of these five quantities being 169^* — First series 
Repeal Reports f 1840. 

Let us consider if there may not be other data for esti- 
mating our proportion of representatives, were it possible 
to devise a good and lasting system of united le^slation. 
Before passing altogether from Lord Castlereagh's scale^ 
we would, however, just remark, that he himself declared 
his data unsatis&ctory, and that they were loudly com- 
plained of in the Lish parliament. A protest on the books 
of the Lish peers, 26th March, 1800, has this remark: 
" The adjustment of the number of the Lish members haa 
been determined without any official documents, or other 
authentic information." 

It is an axiom of the constitution, that ^Uaxation ought 
to be founded on representation." This being so, then 
Great Britain having more than five times our number of 
representatives, ought to have more than five times our 
taxes. But the latter is not ih^ case — ^we paid by equal 
taxes with her to all but about twelve millions of the 
public expenditure of the year 1842. A very short detail 
is here necessary to show how the proportions of payments 
by the two coimtries stand, taking into consideration their 
respective ability. 

The finance accounts for 1843 not being as yet pub^ 
lished, we are constrained to take those of 1842. The 
expenditure of the United Kingdom in that year was 
£55,000,000. Of this amount. Great Britain paid by 
separate taxes, viz. — income tax, land and assessed taxes, 
and some little difference in excise duties, something about 
twelve millions. The fiscal ability of Leland was estimated 
by Sir K, Peel, when det^iiling his budget in 1842, as 
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about one-ninth of that of Great Britain, One-ninth of 
£12,000,000 would be about £1,340,000; which sum 
Ireland would have had to pay in 1842, (additional upon 
what she did pay) were she subjected to the taxes we have 
mentioned as separate taxes on Great Britain. Ireland 
actually paid (in credited and uncredited revenue) about 
£4,500,000 ; were she then taxed to the full extent, she 
would pay altogether about £5,840,000, of which sum the 
£1,340,000 stated above, is a good deal less than one- 
fourth. But for the sake of argument, taking it to be so 
high as cme-fourth, Ireland's exemption from taxation is in 
that proportion. If the axioms of the colistitution are to 
be respected, her exeiription from taxation ought to be in 
the proportion of her inferiority in representation, as com- 
pared with Greiat Britain. In other words, as she has a 
less share than one-fifth in the parliamentary representation 
of the iTnited Kingdom, she ought to have a less share 
than tme-fifih of the taxation liabilities also. Or, if the 
exigencies of the empire rendered it impossible to relieve 
her^ thu^ her proportion of representation should be 'so 
raised as to justify her proportion of taxation liabilities. 
That is to say, her number of members ought to be to the 
British number, as 3 to 4— or 282 members for Ireland to 
376 for Great Britain — ^total as now, 658. 

Some such alteration as this should then be made in the 
r0spe(5tive numbers of representatives possessed by the two 
great sections of the United Kingdom, were it possible 
that the legislative union could continue. But the latter 
is not a possibility, if for no other reason than that the 
bitter opposition made to the addition of Jive members 
only to our number, at the time of the reform bill, con- 
vinces, and is a powerful proof, that Great Britain would 
never consent to the important change we suggest in her 
intmlal constitution of her own parliament. 

"With reference to the second branch of the subject 
mentioned in the report we have quoted from, we take an 
exeellent though summary expose of the grievance it in^ 
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volvee, from the most able speech of Mr. Smith O'Brien, 
M. P. for Limerick, in the House of Commons, 4th July, 
1843:— 

The corrupt borough of Harwich, with its population of 
3,829 persons, together with the nomination borough of Ripon, 
possess as much influence in the legislature as the county of 
Tipperary, (including the members for Cashel and Clonmel,) 
with its population of 435,553, and its rental of i!886,439< 
Again, compare the representation of Dorsetshire with that of 
the county of Galway. The area of Dorsetshire is 627,220 
acres ; its real property assessed to poor-rate in 1841, £735,234 

rann.; its population in 1841, 174,743 persops ; the num- 
er of its members — County 3, Bridport 2, Dorchester 2, 
Poole 2, Lyme Regis 1, Shaftesbury 1, Wareham 1, Weymouth 
2 — total 14. The area of Galway is — County 1,485,533 acres. 
Town 25,059 acres — total 1,510,592 acres ; the rental, as esti- 
mated by Griffith — County £850,000, Town (excluding the 
value of the houses) £18,894 — ^total rental £868,894 ; and if 
the value of the houses in the town be included, not less than 
£900,000 per annum. The population in 1841 was — County 
422,923, Town 17,275— total 440,198. Members— County 2, 
Town 2 — ^total members 4. In each of the particulars of area, 
rental, and population, Galway greatly exceeds Dorsetshire. 
Yet Dorsetshire has 14 representatives, while Galway enjoys 
only 4 

The conclusion to be drawn from a comparison of the num- 
ber of persons qualified to vote in each country, sufficiently 
proves, that in proportion to its population and resources, Ire- 
land does not possess an electoral body nearly as numerous as 
that of England. The population of Ireland in 1841 was 
8,175,238 persons. The number of electors registered between 
the 1st February, 1835, and the 1st February, 1843, was as 
follows: — Counties, 63,389; cities, 27,091 ; boroughs, 19,465: 
total, 109,945, being less by 14,332 than the number regis- 
tered during the ^ve years previous to the 1st February, 1837. 
But, inasmuch as this registry extends over a period of eight 
years, a large deduction, probably not less than one-third, ought 
to be made for double registries, deaths, and expiration of title. 
After these deductions have been made, the actual number of 
persons qualified to vote, cannot be assumed to be more than 
S0,000, or say one per cent, on the population. If property be 
regarded as the legitimate basis of the franchise, the number of 
electors is almost equally inadequate in reference to this test. 
Assuming the rental of Ireland to be 15,000,000/. per annum, 
which is not far from the truth, there would not be more than 
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one elector for every 167/« lO^. of rental. Now^ in the first 
year after the Reform Act, the proportion of electors to popu- 
lation in England was, in counties as 1 to 24, and in horoughs 
and cities as 1 to 17* The number of electors in England has 
since that time considerably increased. In Ireland the consti- 
tuency is yearly diminishing. So much for the general view. 
Now look at the detail. Assuming first that the parliamentary 
franchise ought to be commensurate with population, let us 
compare the number of electors in two counties of Ireland and 
England in which the population is nearly the same — Mayo 
and Lincolnshire. In Mayo^ which has only two representa- 
tives, the population in 1841 was 388,887 persons. The num- 
ber of electors registered between the 1st February, 1835, and 
the 1st February, 1843, was 1494. This number is subject to 
to a deduction of say one-third for double registries, deaths, 
and loss of title. In Lincolnshire, which is represented by 
eleven members, the population was in 1841, 362,717 per- 
sons, the number of electors qualified to vote in 1840 was, 
county electors, 18,876 — town electors, 3,999 — total, 22,875. 
But if it be said that the franchise ought not to be proportion- 
ate to population, but to property, let us compare two counties 
in regard to rateable property. In Meath the population 
amounted in 1841 to 183,828 persons; the rateable rental, ac- 
cording to the townland valuation, which is much below the 
actual rent, to 527,593/. ; the number of electors registered 
between the 1st of February, 1835, and 1st February, 1843, 
1481, subject to deduction for double registries, deaths, and 
loss of qualifications. In Westmoreland the population was in 
1841, 56,469 persons ; the real property rated to poor rate in 
1841 was 266,335/. ; the number of electors qualified to vote 
in 1840 was, county, 4,480; town, (Kendal,) 351; total, 
4,831. Now, if Meath had a constituency as large as that 
of Westmoreland, in proportion to the real property of each 
county, Meath would have about 9000 electors instead of 
1481 upon the registry, of whom probably not more than 
1000 are qualified to vote. Will any one who has followed 
me in this comparison, contend that the Irish parliamentary 
franchise is more liberal than that of England. 

We borrow from the pages of the Dublin Weekly 
Register^ an admirable illustration by the excellent pro- 
prietor of that valuable paper, of the grievance on Ireland, 
in comparison with Wales : — 

Comparative resources of Wales and Cork. 

In the late discussion in the corporation, Mr. O'Connell 
remarked that though Wales had only the one-tenth of the 
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populailon o£ IreUnd» it received au addition of dix membersby, 
tke arraugement under the reform bill, tbough all Ireland 
receiyed only jB,ve« H^ also remarked^ that the popukntion df 
Cork is about equal to that of Wales, and yet that Goric had*' 
only two members, < vhereas Wales had twenty*eight. His< 
observation was applied to the rural population ; but an honomv 
able member used it aa a po^nt against him» that Cork h&d 
altogether eight members (inoluding those £[>r the oitj and 
boroughs)* The same honourable member adverted io ■ Ae 
wealth of WaXes, evidently implying, that if that principality 
had a great superiority of members, it was a dastindtion to'^ 
which it was entitled by its superior richito. Let us see kow' 
the facts stand in this matter. . 

The only parliamentary paper, within our recolleciion, that 
gives an account /of th& relative amounts of the English, Irisii,* 
Scotch, and Welch revenue, is one published in 1632 (sessional 
number, 2Q6). It gave the following totals : — 

English ... ... £42,91(^280 

IrUh ... 4,329,101 

Scotch ... ... ..• ... 5,11S,353' 

Welch .,. ... 348,710 

This is a very small revenue foi* ** rich" Wales ; and, small 
as it is, nearly one-third of the whole is made up of land and 
assessed taxes: There is scarcely a port iii Wales deserving'* 
the namcj and therefore the whole custom duty of this opulei^. 
principality amounts only to' £26, 1 39. We shall compare h&(h 

excise and cttetoins with these of Cork :^— . 

. . . . -.1 

Cork Customs .... ' , «.» «.. £263,364 -< 

Wel(5h diyx) ,.. :;,..,.*. 26,139 



Difference in favour of Cork ... 237,225 



Cork Excise ... ... ... 272,525 

Welch ditto 176,046 



Difference in favour of Cork ... 96,479 



Total BjevehuA of Cork wi^Qut land 

.. or assessed taxes .^» , ... ', 53^,889 

Total Revenue of Walea^ Inclnding - .^ - 

land and assessed ta.xes •*• 348,710 



Difference in favour of Cork ... 187,179 

Cork b not more than a third of the' af ea of Wales, but its 
powers of produ^tion.greatlyeaieeed thesp of the whole prioei*^: 
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palitj&o ^Tbe estimated valcie of the plrepertf MseMed- to the 
poor rates i& Wjdetf^ in 1815, was £2)130,151. This we should 
tdke to be muph under the ralue of the Corik property.' There 
wera in Cork, in 1831, abore 11^,000 housed. Half of them 
at £20 a jeary ar« worth £1,180,000 per annum ; the other 
half,r at £10 a yettr^ i^re' worth £590,000 per antium. Both 
theae amonnts make £1,7709000 ; and the landed rental cannot 
beof nnioh less amount. Let ns take the whole rental, howerer, 
at.a,l60,000^ and it is a third higher than that of Wales. It 
iareuripos to oibserV^, to6, how much beneath Cork the entire 
prinoipalilrir is in th0 sums raised for local purposes. In 1832> 
tker^oosEtj rates in Wales amounted only tb 4 1 ,000^. They 
are now, probably 50,000/. ; but in the last year, the county 
rateir of Cork amounted to 1 10;403/. Let us" put dU these 
teata of relal^ wealth in tabular form, the better to fac^itate 
CQBQqMiJsebw. ' 

Wales. ' Cork: 

Revenue \; £348,000 ... £53$,000 

Rental .. , ; . 2,100,000 .... 3,10(^0 

Cbiifl^yjRiytjES 50,000 ... 110,000 



•v 



Tot^ £2,498>q00 Total £3,745,000 t 

' t^yenua alone, now^yer, ii^ enougb for owr. pi*eseat purposes* 
In^that iresj^c^^ is a. fourth or iSpev cent, beyond Wales. 

Iferefbreji on tibiis ground Yand it, is .the great one relief. upon 
in England) Cork oug^t to naye to the extent of a fourth. ii^are 
members than Wales. She should, therefore, have. 35 members 
when Wales has 28: but instead of 35 she has. only 8,ibr the 
entire couiity* The Welch and Cork members amount altoge- 
ther to 36* - 'If these were allotted to each in proportion to their 
relative wealthy' the number for Wales would be 16, and for 

Cork 20. 

Wales. Cork. 

Representation as it is ... ... 28 ... 8 

Represeutatton as it ought to be ... .16 ... 20 

It foUowSj therefore, that Wales has 12 members more than 
she ought to have, and CbHs: 12 less. If all the additional 
members ^glven to Wales were added to the 5 giyen to all Ire- 
land, it would be a smaller measure of justice than Cork alone 
might cli^ on a comparison of her pretensions, at least with 
Wales. — &«hHn Weekly Register. 

Wq canc^ud^ this . article witii extraots^ from Reports 
puUbdi^d by tbe Prectirsor Asfooatibn of Ireland, in 1839, 
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bearing on the details of the Franchise Injustices, and with 
the two interesting Appendices to the Report from which 
we first quoted : — 

In England there are the following nine parliamentary fran- 
chises, or rights of voting, in counties : 

First — The franchise of 40*. freehold for a life or lives. 
This franchise requires occupation. 

Second — The franchise of 40*. freehold, arising from an 
estate in fee-simple — that is, in perpetuity. This franchise does 
not require occupation. 

Third — The franchise of £10 clear yearly value, for a life or 
lives, or in fee. This franchise does not require occupation. 

Fourth — The franchise of £10 clear yearly value> in a copy-* 
hold estate. This franchise does not require occupation. 

Fifth — The original lessee or assignee of a term originally 
of sixty years or upwards, of the clear yearly value of £10. 
This franchise does not require occupation. 

Sixth — The original lessee or assignee of a term originally 
of at least twenty years, of the clear yearly value of £50. Thb 
franchise does not require occupation. 

Seventh — The sub-lessee or assignee of a sub-lease of a term 
originally not less than sixty years, of the clear yearly value of 
£10. This franchise does require occupation. 

Eighth — The sub-lessee or assignee of a sub-lease of a term 
not less originally than twenty years, of the clear yearly value 
of £50. This franchise reqmres occupation. 

Ninth — Any tenant whatsoever, honajlde liable to a rent of 
£50 a year, whether he have any profit or not. This franchise 
does require occupation. 

The five parliamentary franchises for counties in Ireland are 
as follow : 

First — A freehold of the clear yearly value of £10. This 
franchise does require occupation. 

Second — The lessee or assignee of a term of not less origin- 
ally than twenty years, having a beneficial interest therein of 
the clear yearly value of £10. This franchise also requires 
occupation. 

Third — A freehold of the clear yearly value of £20. This 
franchise does not require occupation. 

Fourth — The lessee or assignee of a term, of not less ori- 
ginally than sixty years, and having a beneficial interest thereip 
of the clear yearly value of lOZ. This franchise does not re- 
quire occupation. 

Fifth — The lessee or assigpiee of a term of not less originally 
than fourteen years, and having a beneficial interest therein ot 
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the dear yearly value of 20/. This franchise does not require 
occupation. But all suh-lessees, or the assigpiees of an under 
lease of any of the ahove terms, do require occupation. 

It is quite true, that they have g^ven us a copyhold franchise, 
simply because there are no copyhold tenures in Ireland. 

Your Committee further remark, that there are the follow- 
ing differences also existing, between the English 10/. freehold 
franchise, and the 10/. freehold franchise in Ireland. 

Firstly— That no 10/. freeholder in England need attend the 
registry, or make any proof of his title, unless his right to 
register shall have been publicly objected to, and a specific 
notice of such objection served upon him. 

In Irela&d every lOL freeholder must attend, and prove his 
case, and be liable to a cross-examination upon oath, and he 
must also produce his title deeds, or account upon oath for their 
non-produotion. 

Setondly — The occupation of the premises by the voter is 
not necessary for a 10/. freeholder in England. He is entitled 
to roister, altlu>iigh he never was in possession, provided he 
received one half year's rent ; and he is entitled to vote the 
moment afiter being registered. 

On the contrary, in Ireland the 10/. freeholder must have 
been in the actual occupation of the premises for six months 
previous to registry, and he cannot vote for six months after 
registry. 

Thirdly — The English 10/. franchise has this additional ad- 
vantage over the Irish, that any number of joint tenants, ten- 
ants m common or in copartnery, may register in England, 
provided the property be of sufficient value to give to each a 
clear profit of 10/. a year. 

In short, the English reform act is intended to increase and 
accumulate 4he number of voters. The Irish reform act, on 
the contrary, was drawn up with the concealed and distinctly 
disavowed, bat real desire, to restrict and limit the elective 
franchise, and to exclude from the right of voting as many of 
the Irish people as possible. 

This plan so derogatory to Ireland, as to make the Irish 
ref<Mrm act as limited and as unsatisfactory as possible, was^ 
carried into effect under the management of Lord Stanley, 
whose hatred to the people of Ireland is the most conspicuous 
feature of his conspicuous character, and by the instrumentality 
of ^e then solicitor-general for Ireland, Mr. Cbampton. 

It is now quite manifest, that this learned gentleman, now 
Mr. Justice Cramfton, contrived, by some mistake or other, to 
draw the Irish bill in a manner, so little consistent with the 
instructions which he received from the cabinet, that he has 
hin»elf, as a judge, pronounced an opinion, that the construction 

e2 
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of the act is directly opposite to that which the ministers 
intended by their instructions to him. 

The point upon which this contradiction arises, relates to 
the yalue of the 10/. franchise ; and yoor committee fure in a 
position to prove, that Mrt SouciTOB-GENSBAii Cramptoh 
distinctly stated, that he had in this respect, complied with the 
instructions he had received, although his own opinion now, iSf 
that the instructions to which we now allude, have not been 
complied with. , , , ..^ 

To make this matter more plainly understood, it is our duty 
to bring public attention to the construction which several, .^ 
the Irish judges are reported to have put upon the Irish act, 
with respect to. the mode of calculating the value of the property 
comprised in the franchise. . , 

This is a matter of vital importance, as such construction 
actually raises the pecuniary value of the franchise, to ope of 
20/. a year value or thereabouts, instead of the ID/, franchise 
intended by the legislature. 

The first act which introduced the 10/. franchise into. Ireland, 
was the 10th of Geo. IV., c. 8, and which was the first ^u^t that 
introduced the present form and mode of registry in Ireland* .., 
• By the sixth section of that act, it was made necessary ibr 
the claimant, to entitle him to register, to prove, beside his 
title and occupation of the land, that a solvent and responsible 
tenant could afford to pay, fairly and without collusion, for his 
premises, the annual sum of lOZ. as an additional rent ; and. ui 
the affidavit which the claimant was bound to meJce, upon being 
declared entitled to register, he was, by the sixth schedule of the 
10th Geo. IV., c. 8, made to swear in these words, ^^and theft 
a solvent and responsible tenant could, as I verily believje, 
afford to pay for the said premises, as an additional rent, fairl}^ 
and without collusion, the annual sum of 10/. over and above 
all rent to which I am liable in respect thereof." 

It was easily perceived, that the rent which a solvent ten^ilt 
could pay, over and above the rent payable by the claimant 
was not a fair test of the profit arising in due course <^ 
husbandry out of the lands, to the occupying tenant ; beoause 
any solvent tenant who paid, for example, IQ/. a year more 
than, the rent payable by the claimant, would, and oiigbt ^to 
realise out of the premises, by due course of husbandry, an 
additional or further profit ; and such additional profit, though 
bqna^de produced, by the land, and though a honajide income 
to the person in possession, was not, according to the 10th. of 
Geo» I v. to be taken into circulation at all, in estimating the 
value of the 10/* franchise. And in like manner the acti^al 
profit and income derived by the claimant, fairly and bona jflde 
out of the lands, was not to be taken into consideration, tliough 
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it should amount to 10/. a year. Nay, though it should he 
gireater than 10/. a year, unless it were so much greater, as to 
induce a solvent tenant to pay an additional rent of 10/. a year, 
with a fair prospect of obtaining his natural agricultural profit 
from the additional advance. 

The oppressive effect of this franchise, as established by the ' 

8th of Geo. TV. was so universally felt, that it was one of the 
mischiefs which required reform, and, accordingly, in the Ivish 
reform act, 2d and 3d Wm. IV., c. 88, the words introduced to 
describe the 10/. franchise were, " having a beneficial interest 
in the premises, of the clear yearly value of not less than 1 0/« 
over and ftbove all rent and charges." 

" It is further to be obsersed, that the 10th of Geo. IV. was 
jtepealed by the 2d and 3d Wm. IV., in every thing that related 
to the registry, and in the new registry, there was nothing said 
of what a solvent tenant would or could pay ; and instead of 
proving anything respecting a solvent tenant, the claimant, in 
'Edition to proof of his title, was directed to prove the property 
in respect of which he sought to be registered, to be " of the 
value and nature by this act prescribed ;" and in the schedule 
to the reform act, (see schedule C, No. 6,) the affidavit for 
registry, under the reform act, is set out in substance the same 
with -di^- affidavit in the 10th of Geo. IV., save in this one most 
imporiaitt particular, namdy, that the words relating to what a 
iN>lvent tenant could pay, are totally omitted. 
'- li was upon this point, that the then SoLrciTOK-GEWEKAi. 
CBAicFTOir stated, that he had complied with the instructions of 
the cabinet^ to make the "beneficial interest'' the test of the 
Idf. vahiei It is said, however, that Mr. Justice Cramtton 
itas ffiven on the bench an opinion — we know not whether 
jUdteud or extra^'judicial — ^that the "beneficial interest" was 
^btnmdethe test of the value of the franchise, under his own 
friiAr reform bill. Whether it be true, that he gave such an 
opinion or not, is, after all, uncertain ; but it is quite certain^ 
md part of history, that he solemnly assured a cabinet minister, 
that lie had in that bill, made the " beneficial interest* the test 
bf the franchise. 

■ We submit that the propriety of the test of value, for which 
^e Irish people have so often in vain contended, is elucidated 
by ilhe Scotch reform act ; for the parliamentary franchise in 
cbunlSes in Scotland, is upon an equally liberal foundation, as 
it^is extei}ded to " all persons, who are owners of any lands or 
tenements in the cotmty, of the yearly value of 10/., and which 
shall actually yield, or be capable of yielding that value to the 
>!laimant, above feu duty or rent, or other considerations which 
hi Inay^be bound to pay for the same.^* — Report of Precur^ 
idr- As8dci6ttion on County Franchise. 
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Your Committee beg leave to state, that in Ireland, before 
the passing of the Reform Act, there were in the open towns 
^d boroughs in Ireland, five distinct classes of voters. 

1st. — Freeholders of 40«. holding in fee simple or perpetual 
estate. 

2nd. — Freeholders of 40«. for a life or lives, 

3rd. — Freemen bj right of birth, servitude, or marriage. 

4th.^ — Freemen by gra.ce especial. 

5th. — Persons occupying houses of £5 annual value. 

Your Committee cannot repress their just indignation, when 
they state, that of these franchises, four have been annihilated 
by the reform act, and the only one preserved is that of free* 
men by birth, servitude, or marriage — ^the most obnoxious, as 
we shall shew, in its practical results, of any franchise that 
could well be imagined — ^the nuisance of freemen by g^ace 
especial always excepted. 

We ought, perhaps, to observe in passing, that the freemen 
by grace especial, and the 40#. freeholders, if residents, were 
presejl^ved for the lives of the persons entitled thereto, and in 
existence at the time of passing of the reform act. 

Your Committee complain bitterly of the fact, that although 
by the Irish reform act, as it passed the House of Commons, 
the four rights of the 40«. freeholders and of freemen were 
preserved during the lives of persons then qualified, but wer« 
not to be renewed or continued to any other persons, yet the 
Duke of Wellington, in the House of Lords, at the instigation 
of the faction hostile to his native country, having insisted 
that the freemen by birth, servitude, and marriage, should be 
preserved in Ireland, Lord Grey, with ready complacency 
assented, but did not insist that the resident 4Q9. fireeholders 
should be equally preserved. Thus giving a decided advantage 
to the Orange faction, who were already in possession of the 
corporations, and enabling them to commit the gross and 
flagitious frauds which we shall detail more at length hereafter. 

It will be observed, that there are two classes of cities and 
towns that come within the scope of our present Report. 

The first class consists of the cities and towns in England 
and in Ireland, that are counties in themselves. Secondly, 
cities and towns that are not counties, and in the word ^ towns' 
we mean to include all boroughs. 

Let us take the first class in England, which comprises a 
great number of cities and towns, and there are the following 
parliamentary franchises in them. 

1st. — Freeholders of 4:0s, annual value, for a life or lives, as 
in counties — ^this franchise requires actual occupation. 

2nd. — A freehold in perpetuity of 40*. value — ^this does not 
require actual occupation. 
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3rd. — The enjoyment of certain tenures, called Burgage 
tenures, without any reference to value — ^this franchise does 
not require occupation. 

4th.-— Occupation of any house, warehouse, counting-house, 
shop, or other buildingy of the .<slear yearly value of ^10 — 
this franchise requires occupation. 

5th. — Freemen admitted in respect of hitth or servitude. 

In the Irish counties of cities and towns, the two first of 
these franchises are annihilated ; that is, the two classes of 40«. 
freeholders— it is perfectly manifest therefore, that a great 
numher of voters are thus destroyed. 

The third class, namely, the holders of Burgage tenures, 
never existed in IreUind. It follows, therefore, that there is an 
entire class in England, to multiply the comparative numher of 
voters there; and there are two classes more, which were 
nreserved in the favoured country, England, but were destroyed 
m Ireland — thus creating another of these odious contrasts 
which make the flesh creep, at perceiving the vile injustice 
done to the Irish people, by depriving them of rights which 
their English nei^bours enjoy. 

Your Committee emphaticidly call upon those who are for 
continuing the Legislative Union between both countries, now 
to say, whether they will acquiesce in this degrading disparity 
of franchise, or come forward now to assist this Society, in 
procuring that equality, without which there may be a nominal, 
but cannot be a real Union. 

• Having specified the franchises in the English counties of 
cities and towns, we proceed to mention those in similar places 
in Ireland. They are these — 

Ist. — £10 freeholders — this franchise requires actual occu- 
pation. 

2nd. — Leaseholders of a term originally of 20 years, of the 
value of £10 a year — this requires occupation. 

3rd. — Householders, occupying any house, warehouse, count- 
ing-house, or shop, of the clear yearly value of £10 — this 
franchise requires actual occupation. 

Your Committee desire to bring the attention of the Irish 
public to this important fact, that the third of these three fran- 
chises includes the other two — each of the three requires 
actual occupation, and £10 annual value — so that it really is 
an impudent attempt at delusion, to create nominally three 
franchises, as if a great boon was offered the Irish, while, in 
reality, there is but one ; and therefore we shall treat them 
but as one, and justly denominate as the second franchise. 

2nd. — The freehold of the clear yearly value of 20^., which 
franchise does not require occupation ; and as the 

3rd.— 'The lessee or assignee of a term, originally of 60 
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ye^t 6f the annttal rahie <yf 10/., which does not -require 
oecttpation. - . «: 

4ni. — 'The lessee or assignee of a term of 14 years, of ikit^ 
ahnttal rahie of 20f., which does not require o^opation. / ^ 

5th. — Freemen admitted in respect of birth, servitude^ or 
marriage. 

We now proceed to the other dass of cities and towns, 
namely, those which are not counties in themselyes — these are 
commonly called boroughs. -^ -^ i 

In England the rights of yoting in boroughs, are as foilbw : 

1st. — 1 0^. householders requiring occupation. r'j.r 

2nd.— Fre6meii by birth and servitude; '^l 

In Ireland also, tibere are also two franchises in boroogb^-^ 
■ Istr— 10^. householders reqniHng ocoupiBitiom - ?> 

2nd. — -Freemen by birth, serritude, or ii»ari4age« v ^ v : » ^ -mt' 

We should howcTer observe, that another tight- to^-^te 
seenbfs to have been worked out by judicial decisions; it <]§ 
that of the 12 or 13 burgesses which formed the pafarliameiii* 
tary constituency in each of the boroughs institifteii by J«mM{ 
the 1st, no less than 40 of which were created by him in onedayx 

This addition, of course, is unfavourable to the Iridh'peot>]i^ 
and the importance of such an addition will appel^j w^n 'we 
coihe to consider the extreme paucity of electors in our borougiub 

Your Committee next deem it their duty to designate tfab 
points, in whidh the Reform Act of England has 'been -more 
favourable to Ei^glish cities and towns, thM' the Irish Retfxtd 
Act has been to those in Ireland; We wOl follow the claasifT* 
cation already adopted, and will begin with cities and towns 
which are counties^ in themselves- • ^ 

The advantiages of the En^ish over the Irish are these<«..*ioo 

1st.— The admissibility of large classes of voters, as. 4fQK» 
fi*eeholdfers. ' - toij 

2nd.— The increase of such voters, by it not being neoessory 
to occupy the premises when held in perpetuity* i 

3rd.— i- The persons possessed of Burgage' tenures, and who 
can registel* and vote without occupying the same. ' t .i. 

Let tt be remembered, that England, though the (ciohcir 
country, has these three classes of votersin its Cities ^uidtovrais 
beitig counties, whilst the 'last of them never was in existetaice 
at all in this counti*y. The other two w^*6 in existence id 
Ireland, but were taken away by the iniquitous Actof the [LOtb 
George IV. and y^^re next restored by the Irish Reform Act 
at all. ^' ■' '.- '.isp 

4th.— The 10^. fireehold frfitachise in counties of ^oities^or 
towns in England, does not require actual o<ccupati6n ; whereas 
in Ireland it does require actual ocdupation^ and requires that 
stich occupation should be continuous. . ^ 
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^ U.ii mMiifest, therefor«>, that tliia distinctian of the necessity 
of occupancy in Ireland, and its being dispensed with, in ]Bng- 
iMuiyrtends to increase the number 4>fyoters^ and the &cility of 
voting in Eii^landy and> in the sam^ proportion, to dinunish 
theok-in Ireland* 

Your Committee come next to the consideration of the con- 
stitttenciies in the b<Mroughs in England and in Ireland ; espe^^ 
CMailly as relates.tO: the. 10/. householders^ who ought to form 
the effective constituencies of these boroughs. . - 

ITh^ English, in this particular^ have the following advan- 
tages — 

Isti^-That the premisee . which in ^gland give /the jEran- 
chite^- jeonsist not only . of a house, . war^ouse, counting-house, 
or shop, to whieh ^th^y are limatftd in Ireland, but expressly 
include any ether building whatsoever- 

: Now it would be di^Eoult to estixnate 9kprioriy the difference 
whith the omission; of the term *' other building" hac made in 
the liiridit.jbctroii^h registries. Tory tassbtant-harristers have 
heU^ithaf ((^rm-^stovest and provisionrstpres, nay, even ni^u^G* 
torfeeiof every l^d^ were not '* warehous^^y'" under the ^leaoing 
jD^dkheactu: ■ 

Sf/Itihaa ahiO;,been held, that stables belonging to coa^h and 
carsown^rsii^'do not conferva right ,to vpte under the Irish iMCt, 
thkiugfa'they- would, clearly: under the English one ;. an4^ the 
aii(gninent:f(Hr:,re^tii^'the claims of the owners to. register, 
faashe^n fortified by the fact, that the words *' ather building^\ 
wtoire indeed in the. English, and excluded from the Irish 

The second great advantage which the English £10 house - 
holdesrs possess over the Irish, consists in this — that the actual 
ooebpaiiou prior to registry,. by the voter, need not be con- 
tinuously in the premises out of which he seeks to . vote, but 
m^-Jbe in any premises of similar value within the .boroi^h. 

In Ireland, on the contrary, the claimant must occupy conti- 
nuously the sajne identic^, premises, ior six months, prior to, 
and for six months afterthoyregistry^ before he cai^ vote ;. a^y 
change of reridenoe duripg that time, deprives the claimant of 
iberightto register^ or of the right to vote, 
v) -The third advantage whieh the English £10 householders 
havr ovear ' the Irishf consists in this, that in Englai^J, joint 
dooiipiers of houses^ or. other suffici^t premises, can^ register 
and Tote^ if thevidue of the premises, when divided by the 
number of occupants, gives 10/. to each. By this means pfurt- 
ners,.' however numerous, may beco^le electors, and> the j^int 
ecenpancy, foe the purposes of a. lucrative tradcb augpnents the 
number of voters for an English boroughs in the ratio pf part- 
nerships carrying on business within that borough- ..It is q^itq 
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the reverse in Ireland — ^none of the persons in joint occupation 
can become an elector, by virtue of premises so held. 

Suppose in England premises are held in a borough, of the 
clear value of SOL a year, by a firm consisting of five partners, 
each of them can register, and become an elector. But in 
Ireland not one of them could become an elector ; nay, if only 
two partners held premises in Ireland, worth 1000/. a year, 
neither one nor the other of them can register. \ 

This is a monstrous inequality between the two countries, 
and gives a proportionate advanti^e to England over Ireland, 
which is utterly inconsistent with an Union between them. 

The fourth, and the greatest difference between the boroughs 
in England and Ireland, consists in the. rate-paying clauses — 

In England the 10/. householder can register, and vote, upon 
payment of two taxes-— 

First — The poor rates — and 

Secondly — The assessed taxes. 

He has an easy access to the rate books of the collector of 
both these taxes — he can have no difficulty in making the 
payment of them — ^they are always receivable without any 
inconvenience. 

But in Ireland the case is widely different. The 10/. house- 
holder, especially in the cities, is liable to the payment of a 
number of taxes, before he can register or vote, including 
Grand Jury Cess. — Report of Precursor Association on Cit^y 
Town, and Borough Franchise, 
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Compensation for Borough Rights extinguished hy the 
Union, and Names of Pabties to whom it was seve^ 
rally awarded. 



^A^^^t^^^^>^^M^M»*^'M^'^^^>»M»<^»»V^»#MMV*^MW»#* 



BOROUGHS. 

Clonekilty, Co. Cork 
Castlemartyr, ditto 
Charleville, ditto 

*•• ••• 

Newcastle, Co. Dublin 

Ballinakill, Queen's Co... 



Pabties to whom Awabded. 

Richard, Earl of Shannon 

Ditto ... ... 

Jl^JtVvV ••• ••« «•• 

Edmund, Earl of Cork 

Portrieve and Burgesses, Right ^ 
Hon. David Latouche ... ^ 
Charles, Marquis of Drogheda 



COMPEH- 
SATION. 

£15,000 

15,000 

7,500 

7,500 

15,000 

15,000 
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BOROUGHS. 

St. Johnstown, County 

liongford ... 
MuUingar, Co. W. Meath 
Hanistovn, Co. Kildare. 

Boyle, Co. Roscommon. 

liOngford ... ... 

Au^er, Co. Tyrone ... 
KilWgan, Co. W. Meath 
Castl^Mur, Co. Majo ... 
Kihnallick, Co. Limerick 
Duleek, Co. Meath 

Taghmon, Co. Wexford. 

Canick, Drumrusk 
Belturbet, Co. Cavan ... 
Ballyshannon, Co. Done- 

Newtownards, Co. Down. 
Banagher, King's County 
St Johnstown, Co. Done- 

Callan, Co. Kilkenny ... 
Baltimore, Co. Cork ... 
Dingle, Co. Ke^ 
Carysfort, Co. Wicklow. 
Bathcormac, Co. Cork... 

Hillsborough, Co. Down. 
Monaghan 



Lifford, Co. Doneffal ... 
Batoath, Co. Meam 
JTore ... ••• 

Ardfert, Co. Kerry 
€k>uran, Ccl Kilkenny «.. 
Thomastown, ditto ... 
(^onmines, Co. Wexford 



Bannow, . ditto 
Fethard, ditto 
Bangor, Co. Down 

lameatown, Co. Leitrim. 



Killyleagh, Co. Down ... 
(Jorey, Co. Wexford ... 
Blessmgton^ Co. Wicklow 



Pabtib8 to whom Awabded. 

George, Barl of Granard 

Ditto ... ... ... 

Sovereign and Burgesses, and John ) 

Latouche, Esq. ^ 

Robert, Barl of Erris, Executor of) 

Robert, Earl of Kingston, ) 

Thomas, Earl of Lon^ord 

John James, Marquis of Abercom... 

GustaTus Lambert, Esq. 

Richard, Earl of Lucan 

Richard Oliver, Esq. 

Executor and Trustees under will > 

of H. Bruen, Esq. ... > 

Executors and Trustees under will > 

of Henry Bruen, Esq. ... J 

Robert, Earl of Leitrim 

Armar, Earl of Belmore 

x/mo ••• ... ... 

James, Earl of Caledon 

Right Hon. W. B. Ponsonby 

Alice, Countess of Wicklow, and y 
the Right Hon. Wm. Howard > 
and H. Howard ) 

George, Lord Callan 

Sir John Freke, Bart. 

Richard Boyle Townsend 

John, Earl of Carysfort 

Trustees under will of Lord Rivers- > 
uaic ... ... ... \ 

Arthur, Marquis of Downshire 

Lord Clermont, Lord Rossmore, ^ 
T. Jones, and Henry Westenra, v 
in trust ... ... ... 3 

John, Earl of Erne 

George Lowther, Esq 

Arthur, Marquis of Downshire 

John, Earl of Glandore 

Henry Wdi>bore, Viscount CUfden 
Ditto ... ... ... 

Charles, Marquis of Ely and Chas. 
Tottenham, Esq. to be paid to 
Trustee, under Will of Henry, 
late Earl of Ely 

JL/lvvO *•• ... ... 

JL/ldO ...° ... ... 

Earl of Carrick 

Hon. Edmond and Hon. T. Ward... 

John King,. Esq. ... 

Trustees under Settlement of Gil- I 

bert King, of Charlestown, Esq. y 
Sir J. Stevenson Blackwood 
Stephen Ram, Esq. ... ... ... 

Arthur, Marquis of Downshire, 

and Trustees under ~ "" 
Dunbar, Esq. . 



f Downshire, ) 
er Will of C. f 

..k ... J 



COMPBII- 

8ATION. 

15,000 

15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 
15,000 
15,000 

15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15.000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

15,000 

7,500 

7,500 

7,500 

7,500 

15,000 
15,000 

15,000 
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BOROUGHS. 

WicUow 

laiftloge, Co. Kilkennj. 

Catso •«• •»• 

PbUipttown, King's Co. 

Carliogfordy Co. Louth... 

Donleer, ditto ... 

4«. .•• .•• 

AskeatoD, Co. Limerick. 



i^harlemont, Co. Armagh 
Middleton, Co. Cork ... 

Naas, Co. Kildare 



Maryboro, Co. 
Enniicorthy, Co. Wexford 
Ardee, Co. Louth 

« 

Donendle, Co. Cork ... 
Lonesborough, Co. LoDg- 

ford 
Kelli. Co. Meath 
Lismorc, Co. Waterford. 
Tallagh 
NcwtowD'limavady, Co. 

Derry 
Killybeggs, Co. Donegal. 
Athenry, Co. Gal way ... 
Athboy, Co. Mcath 
Baltinglass, Co. VTicklow 
Fethord, Co. Tipperary. 

Trim, Co, Meath 
Tuam, Co. Gal way 

Knocktopher, Co. Kil- 
kenny 
Granard, Co. Longford. 

Athy, Co. Kildare 

Kildare 

RAndaistown, Co. Antrim 

Tulsk, Co, Roscommon. 



Pasties to whom Awaedsd. 

William Tighe, Esq. 

Ditto, and Trustees of Sir W.7 

Fownes ... ... ... 3 

TbeophiUis Clements, Esq. 

Thomas Nesbitt, Esq. 

Earl of Belvedere, &rl of Lanes- > 

boro\ & Cooat^ of Lanesboro' > 
Guardian of Ross Balfour Moore, ) 

a Minor ... ... ... 3 

Rt. Hon. John Foster and Henry ) 

Coddington y 

Sovereign and Burgesses of Dunleer 

Earl of Carrick 

Hon. Edward Massv 

Sir Joseph Hoar, Bart 

Sir Vere Hunt, Bart, 

Francis W.. Earl of Charlemont ... 
Viscount Middleton, and Bailifl&> 

and Burgesses y 

John, Earl of Mayo, Hon. & Rev. > 

R, Burke, and Sovereign and> 

Burgesses ... 3 

Right Hon. J. Pamell 

Right Hon. Charles H. Coote ... 
Cornelius, Lord Lismore ... •• 

Robert Cornwall, Esq » 

Charles and W. P. Ruxton, Esq. ... 
William Ruxton, Esq. 

Viscount Doneraile 

Luke, Lord Clonbrock 



I 



Donegal .*. 

Roscommon ... 



.** 



..« 



Mar(j|uis of Headfort 

William, Duke of Devonshire 

Ditto 
Robert, Earl of Londonderry 
Lord Viscount Castlereagh... 
Heinry, Eail of Conyngb^... 
Theophilus Blakeney, Esq.... 
John, Earl of Damley 
Earl of Aldboroueh, &c. 
Cornelius, Lord Lismore ... 
Thomas Barton, Esq. ... 

Richard, Marquis Wellesley 
John, Lord Clanmorris 

Hon. W. Yelverton 

Sir G. Shee, Bart 

Right Hon. Sir H. Langrishe 
G. F. Lyttleton and W. F. Gren- 

ville, Esqrs. 

WilUam, Lord Enmsmore ... 

William, Duke of Leinster , 

Ditto ... ... ... 

Chas. H. St. John, Eari O'Neill. .. 
James Cau^ld, Guardian of St. ) 

George Caulfield ... ... ) 

Arthur, Earl of Arran , 

Henry, Lord Mount- Sandford ..: 



I.. 



Cojcpsv- 

8A.TIOII. 

£15,000 
15,(M6« 

7,500 
7,500 

15,000 
7,50a 

7,50^ 

7,500 
6,850 

e,8ao 

200 

1,100 

15,000 

15,000 
,15>e00 

74»o 

12300^ 

a,foo 

15,000" 

15,000 

15.000 

7,500 

7,500 

15,000 

15,000 

45,000 

15,^ 

7>C00 

IJSiOO 

15,000 

14,000 

1,000 

13,8?Bj 
15^ 

i3«aaQr 

15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

15,000 
15,000' 



THE INADEQUATE REPRfiSENTATION GRIEVANCE. 

Parties to whom Awabded. 



61 



/ ' BOROUGHS. 

1^^, Co. M^tb 

SI. Canice, &c., Irish- 
'''tovvn, Co. Kilkenny ... 
C|[^hfr, Ca. Tyrone ... 

OhiLeighlio, Co. Carlow 

r 4 



.*• 



■"*»* 



S#(teHl8, Co. Dublin 



I 



John, Lord Tara 

Peter, Earl of Lndlow 

Commissioners of First Fruits, 1 
' ckinied by thb Bishop of Ossory 3 

Commissioners First Fruits, islaira- > 
ed bjr the Bishop of Clogher \ 

Oomrnissioners of First Fruits, / 
claimed by Bi^op of Ferns V 

Earl Massereene ... ..* 

Hon. Henry Skefiington 

Hon. W. J. Sfceffington 

Hon. Chichester S^fBngton 

No elaim admitti^, hut compensa- 
tion vested in trust for public 
-purposes, Schools, &c., witUn 
the Town 



COMPEX- 
flATIOIf. 

£7,500 
7,500 

15,000 
15,000 

15,000 

S,750 
3,760 
3,750 
3,750 

15,000 



Total Compensation £1,237,500 

> ' • ' 

-^'116^ Boroughs Tested in peers, and for which compensation 
11;^ 4kwar<led to them bj.the commissioners. 
^H 3 'Boroughs vested in bishops, for which payment was award- 
edKt6ithe first fruits ^md. 

^"/^i Boroughs Tested in private individuals, who received com- 
^llisatioii according to their alleged duration of tenure; and 
one; l^orough, Swords, so notoriously corrupt, that none of the 
lUttiiy- claimants could establish any valid claim to money com^ 
pgwatioii. 

'X'.-.,.' 




ADDENDA No. II. 



Bishop op Ossort's Claim Jhr Compensation, for the 
^fji^rough of the JjtiSB.TOWi!t, o/'Kilksnnt» contains the foU 
^^lowinft Statement. 

. H :« That by immemorial custom, part of the oath of office 
^eii. by the Portrieve, is to be triie to the iiiterest of the 
^8H6f oy Ossory. 

^'•^Tthatfor a long series of years, all elections of members of 
iamcini have been held in the bishop's palace yard, and. the 
eir' corporate meetings in his hiall. 
IJiy^ That the Burgesses are always elected on the reconmienfla- 
t^ijn pf the Bjsjaop ^OF Ossory. 

'■' «Thait peither property, residence, or service, in the borough^ 
}^;!required of any freeman.; and that hardly one inhabitant of 
tne borough is at present a freetrian. 
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'< That the influence of the hishop has always heen so power- 
fiily that all memhers of parliament, and hurgesses, have heen 
uniformly elected on his recommendation, without one in- 
stance to the contrary. 

** That the circumstanoes ahoye-mentioned have ^yen the 
Bishops of Ossory so much additional consequence^ and oh- 
tained for them so much attention from goyemment, that the 
hishops of that see, (with the exception of only two hishops, 
who died soon after their appointment,) for ahoye a century 
past, have been all translated to much more eligihle hishoprics. 

*^ That hy the Union your memorialist is depriyed of that 
influence and consequenoe which his predecessors always en- 
joyed, and from which they deriyed g^eat adyantage; and 
therefore considers himself entitled to claim any allowance 
which may he awarded for said horough ceasing to send mem- 
bers to parliament." 
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THE REGENCY QUESTION." 



1^^0*^0^f0^0t0t0*0^0^^^^0^^^^^A0^ 



On the 6th February, 1789, the lord lieutenant, the 
Marquis of Buckingham, when opening the session, an- 
nounced to the Irish parliament, the mental indisposition 
of Greorge the Third, and his consequent unfitness for hold- 
ing the reins of govemment. An attempt was made to 
procure an adjournment for a week, so as to gain time for 
the resolutions of the British parliament upon the subject 
to be sent over, and presented for concurrence. But this 
was defeated by 128 to 74, upon the ground of its being 
derogatory to the dignity of the Irish legislature. A 
motion to enter upon the business of supply was also lost; 
and all consideration of that subject put off for a week. 
Mr. Grattan moved that the house should meet on the 
succeeding Wednesday, on which d^y an address to the 
Prince of Wales, requesting him to take the govemment 
of the empire as regent, during his father's illness, was 
moved by Mr. Connolly, M. P. for Londonderry ; and, 
aA«r much opposition from the treasury bench, carried 
without a division. 

In the Lords, similar proceedings took place upon the 
16th instant; the address there being moved by Lord 



64 APPENDIX, NO. II. 

Charlemont, and carried with 23 dissentient voices. 
These twenty-three lords— of whom four were spiritnal 
peers — entered protests against the measure, mainly upon 
the ground that an act was necessary before an address, 
to enable the powers of regent to be assumed. One peer, 
Lord Glandore, seems to have gone nearer the mark than 
the others, in a paragraph signed by himself alone. We 
shall, at the conclusion of our short recital of the proceed- 
ings in both'parliaments into the regency-dispute, offer a 
few observations on these remarks of Lord Glandor^. 

• ..To address his Royal Highness to accept the 

regoncy, before he is yet appointed in Great Britain, is inviting 
him to assume a power, which, under the actual and existing 
constitution of Ireland, he cannot exercise ; inasmuch as by 
statute 10th of Henry VII., no bill can receive the royal assent 
here that is not certified from Great Britain, under the groffc 
seal of England, and until his Royal Highness shall have 
authority to direct the use of that great seal, he cannot dis- 
charge the functions of the regal office for Ireland. It is 
impossible, according to the laws and constitution of: this Idng- 
dom, that anv person should be regent of Ireland, who is not 
at the same time regent of Great Britain. 

On Tuesday, the 19th, both houses waited on the loud 
lieutenant vrith their address, and requested him to traxith 
mit the same, which he declined doing, upon the genend 
grounds stated in the protest of the twenty-three lordsi ' 

The day following, Mr. Grattan moved in the Com- 
mons, that the right honourable Thomas Connolly right 
honourable J. CNeil, right honourable W. B. PonsOnby, 
and J. Stewart, esquire, should be commissioners to 
present the address to his Eoyal Highness. The Dxjke Of 
Leinster and the Earl of Charlemont were chosen by 
the lotds to represent them upon the occasion. 

Mr. Grattan subsequently moved and carried a motion, 
declaring that the two houses had thus discharged ^sa 
indispensable duty ;" and another, conveying censure upon 
the viceroy. And upon the 25th of February, he succeeded 
in limiting the J* supplies" to three months. 



THE REGENCY QUSSTION. fio 

.^. .^eantipv^, tk^. commifisionera arrived in London^and on 
the day following their arrival, vk. the 26th, presented 
th^ address to the Prince of Wales. The latter received 
tbem with many expressions of esteem and gratitude ; but 
pq^l;poi&ed a definite answer, until the result should be 
i^owja of ^ apparent amendment in the king's condition. 
JB^s iSIaj^esty's recovery rendered it unnecessary for the 
Prince, to make his second answ^ other than a repetition 
of ids complimentary expressions and thanks. 

In. the British p^liament, the following proceedings 
took place upon this question. 

V On 1i»Bl6tli of December, 1788, Mr. Pitt moved and car- 

Tied tlii:ce resolutions— the first, affirmatory of the fact, that 

JihekingV condition rendered him incapable of exercising 

*h^ J'Ojrai k authority ; the second, declaratory of the right 

'4of'1ii^ parliament of Great Britain to simply the proper 

ftoied^ in such a contingency; and the third, that they 

pliouldapoiffider. that^ . Upon the 30tii of January 

j^bdlbwifi^ both houses of parliament presented to the Prince 

rf'Wrfes a eieries of resolutions, appointing him regent; 

but with the limitations of restricting him from creating 

pi^er^. >i^9m. granting officios, save during jbiBjinaje^ty's 

^e^i^^, a^d from making any grants of the king's real 

;i)^,fP!!9rsonal estate. The care of .the king'^, person to be 

T^^ in 4jbe queen ; >vho was to. have al| authority, oyer 

^^^oi^l^M^ld^.aiidto be assisted liy aspecaal: cqunciL ; To 

J^b^e; re^lutipns, fifty-five peers, includiiig one bi^ihpp, 

ji^^, diyyntiei^, on th^ grounds, that ia these, a^d the 

j^ijqu^. f^^^ufions, the parliam^t was exceeding its con- 

r8|a4^1^|ial powersr-^esp^cially in the matter of . the limita- 

tio^^r^ivhich they denounced as derogatory to ihe d|ie 

dignity, infliien(^ and respect, which should attach fo the 

J^Qg]]^ pfi^cjSr unde/: all circumstances. . The prince replied 

JpjG^n^^tiug to, UkejCm:him the, office of rege^tj^ even 

;|H|)^^£^e, recited limitatioi^*^j|;^ing moved thcixeto by the 

fv^igency <^tHe ^case. . ;,, - ^ . j^ .^ - ^. r 

The recovery, of the king ended, of course^ aU proceed- 
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ings in England, as well as in Ireland, relative to a 
regency. 

In the protest of Lord Glandore, wluch we have 
quoted, the objection founded on the act of 10th Henry 
VII., commonly called "Poyning's Law," is well put. 
That act, by a singular mistake of the men of '82, remained 
on the statute book unrepealed, though modified and little 
used. The position, too, laid down in the last sentence 
quoted, to the effect, " that no person could be regent of 
Ireland, who was not at the same time regent of Great 
Britain," was perfectly correct, according to the interpre- 
tation arid spirit 6f the Irish act, 33 Henry VIII;,fc; I, 
(A. D. 1542,) imiting the crown of the former country to 
that of the latter. 

If the Irish parliament erred at all, it was in over-haste. 
It might, perhaps, have been better to have waited until 
the British parliament had committed the wilful error 
which they did commit, by their proposed limitations of 
the regent's- authority. The ailment against thoee^Shii- 
tations was irrefutable* The Prince of Wales being thfe 
. Idng's natural and rightful successor, with full kingly 
porw^s, ip case of physical death, should so have ^ea cd^l^^ 
i|idered to the fullest ec^tent, in the then case c^ aOenfttiDA 
oirmxi'dLi ox mental dieath. -'' . .--a 

This sound constitutional doctrine was what the Irish 
parliament contended for, with, perl^ps, a too jealous 
haste. But the legislature of Great Britain, by the in 
&ct illegal and unconstitutional restrictions 'they songfat 
to impose on the prince, justified the anticipationB 'Which 
induced the Irish parliament to declare their c^inion sb 
promptly. 

All future differences on such questionfl after the Bi^eal 
of the Union, can well be obviated, by the intematiodal 
arrangement to which we >iot oiJy assent, but acjtually 
propose, viz. — that the.risgent de facto in England, sbaU 
bo regent de jure, ia Ireland. 
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THE 



"IRISH LEGISLATIVE INDEPENDENCE" 



CONTROVERSY. 



,. ThiB (dd cause of bitter and woful dissension between This con- 
'ibe two countiies, although cidhuc svb jttdice^ may now be *[kJ|y"^ 
fhiditx) be at. length approaching a settlement. The events soon to be 
^the^present time, and the next few months, must either settle'id. 
icatebliflh finally and securely the claim of Ireland to legis- 
late for herself, or throw her back, for many a weaiy day 
kifi'urroiichediiess^ into worse than her present state of legis- 
dalivei dependence upon Great Britain. 
lu Snowing the present temper of the Irish people, and 
utivBur admirable self-control, and patient, though indomita- 
ble determination, we feel a confident assurance that the 
;first (^ tibe two results we mention, will be that which will 
come to pass. 

i .-yean time it is well to hare the history of the former ffistory of 
tftmggles on this subject, fresh in our minds. ^^' 

V The independence of the Irish parliament was in two Twogrie- 
iirays assailed and restricted by England. iMand hi 

First, by the claim, as of right, made and asserted by the this mat- 
English parliament, to bind Ireland by their laws. 1st! par- j 

f2 I 



^8 
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liamen- Next, by the operation of a law, which the influence ol 

fercnceby the English procured to be passed here, In Henry the 
2n?'*"ri Seventh's time — commonly called " Poynlng's Law,'** from 
Ty councU the name of the Lord Deputy of the day — ^by which law it 
ference. ^^ provided, that no act coidd be passed by the Lish 
parliament, save such as had first been submitted to the 
privy council of England, and by them returned as one 
which they considered a proper subject to entertain. If 
they disapproved of the proposed act, they had the power 
of strangling it without more ado. 
Molyneux It was against the first of these grievances that the cele* 
agidnHt brated Molyneux wrote his " Case of Ireland," published 
the first. |3y iiim in 1698; and ordered by the British House of 
Commons to be burned by the common hangman, as an 
audacious interference with their rights — viz., with their 
invasions of the parliamentary rights of Ireland. 
Brief Molyneux proves, mainly upon the high authority of Sir 

stetement Edward Coke, the free and unfettered grant of parliaments 
**Ck»e." to Ireland, by Henry the Second. In 1216, Henry the 
Third granted Magna Charta to Ireland in precisely the 
same terms as the English grant, and confirmed it on two 
occasions afterwards, doing, however, little more than ex- 
tending a previous grant of his father. King John, in his 
capacity as Lord of Ireland. In the year 1253, his Queen, 
being regent during his temporary absence, addressed the 
"Archbishops, Bishops, Priors, Earls, Barons, Knights^ 
Freemen, Citizens, and Burgesses of his land of Ireland,** 
beseeching them for an aid of men and money against the 
king of Castile's hostile invasion of Grascony. 

In the reign of Edward the Second,* several of the most 
important of the acts up to that time passed in the British 
parliament, were confirmed and adopted by act of the Irish 

• A statute of the year 1356, the 31 Edward III., stat. 4, confirmatory 

of the ^ants of John and the two first Henrys, after declaring the liberty 

■' of the Irish church, goes on to authorize the calling together in parliament 

of the prelates and nobles of Ireland, and "qiddcm de cUscretwriims ei pro- 

■ pnorUnu hominibus — ut no8tr<B et ipsius terra (sciL JSibemtceJ negotia 

tractentur, deducantur, and fidetUer discutiantur ; et etiam tebminemtuk.'* 
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parliament, and others referred for examination and consi- 
deration. It was then declared, that only such of them a3 
should be allowed and published, were to stand as laws in 
Ireland ; and an Irish act of the 1 0th Henry IV., followed 
by one in the 29th year of Henry Vlth., expressly pro- 
vided and enacted, that no English law should have force, 
unless adopted, allowed, and published by the Irish parlia- 
ment. Molyneux remarks, that these statutes, if they do 
give evidence of attempts to ride Ireland by purely British 
statutes; yet, give equal evidence that the attempt was 
resisted, and all right to make it utterly disallowed. He 
proceeds to furnish several other instances of the necessity 
of adoption, by express enactments in Ireland, to give force 
to English statutes, allowing indeed, that English acts, 
merely declaratory of the common law of England, and 
not introductive of any new matter, had force, although not 
adopted specially as above. This, however, proceeded from 
the feet of their so being merely declaratory and expla- 
natoiy of the common law of England, established in Ire- 
land, under the grants and charters of Henry the Second, 
King John, and Henry the Third. The instances of inva- 
lidity, without re-enactment in Ireland, of English laws 
introducing new matter, he brings down to the time at 
which he wrote, viz., the year 1698; and they continued 
after his time. 

He admits, that acts of the English parliament, prohibit- 
ing the plantation of tobacco, passed in the reign of Charles 
the Second, did bind Ireland, as did also other acts of the 
same reign, injuring and nearly destroying our trade with 
the English colonies and plantations, and prohibiting our 
wool export to any country but England : but he declares jj.^ _ 
them innovations and grievous wrongs ; and indignantly test 
demands — (p. 65, of 1773) — "And shall proceedings of Jj^p^ce- 
thirty-seven years standing (viz. from 1660 to 1698) be ^®"** 
urged against a nation, to deprive them of the rights and Charles 
liberties which they enjoyed five hundred years before, and *q® ^ 
vhich were invaded without and against their consent, and reign. 
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from that to this h«ve been constantly complained of? Let 
any English heart, that stands so justly in vindication of 
his own riffkts and liberties, answer this question, and I 
have done!" 

The independence of the Irish parliament, that is, from 
any control of the British parliament, would then seem 
sufficiently proven up to the time of Charles tiie Second« 
^ Under Cromwell, indeed, acts had undoubtedly padsed^ 

dent from which were held to bind Ireland — ^but they had that fonse 
well™' merely by reason of his military possession of Ireland — and 
usurpa- could not bc called acts of an English parliament exdo- 
sively, there having been Irish representatives summonod 
to London, and sitting in the commons there.* But of 
whatever force such acts may have been under the corn- 
Failure in monwealth, they utterly ceased so to be, and were annulled 
^°^^r on the restoration by the acts of settlement and explanation. 
case. Any precedent, therefore, given by them, was removed 
j&om the statute book by the English parliament themsdveB. 
Molyneux found himself rather in a dilemma, when }» 
came to consider what had occurred, in the way 6f Biitiaft 
legislation for Ireland, in the reign of William the Thirds 
We transcribe his words : 

I am now arrived at our present days, under the happy £0- 
vernment of his majesty king William III., and I am sorry^^i^ 

* In the present Lord MonteagIe*s speech, after that of Mr. 0*Connep 
opening the Repeal debate of 1834, this circumstance of Irish meinb^ 
sitting in Crom^eirs parliament was mentioned, in order to bring in a quo* 
tation of some remarks of Molyneux's on the subject, which Lord Mont- 
eaffle considered an enlistment of that writer in the ranks of the sttpporten 
and favorers of the principles of a legislative Union. The words were-^ 
** If the parliament of England may bind Ireland, the people of Ireland ought 
to have their representatives in that parliament ; and this» I bdieve, vine 
should be willing enough to embrace, but this is a happiness we can hardly 
hope for." 

So far, however, as a case, radically bad, could be advantaged by tli^ 
theoretic opinions of any writer, the case for a Union must lose wiaX advan- 
tage the foregoing may be considered to have given it, if the next words df 
Afolyneux be taken, viz. : — 

** This sending of representatives out of Ireland, was found in process of 
time to be very troublesome and inconvenient; (just our experience at the 
present day;) and this, we presume, was the reason, that afterwards, when 
times were more settled, we fell again into our old track, and regular coune 
of parliaments in our own country." (p. 60, edition of 1773.) 
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reflect, that since the late revolation in these kingdoms, when Englidi 
the sal^ects of England have more strenuously Uian ever f^ts bind- 
^serted their own rights, and the liberty of parliaments, it has }^ 
pleistsed them to hear harder on their poor neighbours, than has since king 
ever yet been done in many ages foregoing. I am sure what William'i 
was then done by that wise and just body of senators, was per- ^^^W^' 
fectly out of good will and kindness to us, under those miseries 
which our afflicted country of Ireland then suffered. But 1 fear 
some men have since that, made use of what was then done, to 
other purposes than at first intended. Let us now see what that 
wasy and consider the circumstances under which it was done* 

In the year 1689, when most of the Protestant nobility, gen- 
try, and clergy of Ireland, were driven out of that kingdom hy 
the insolencies and barbarities of the Irish Papists, who were 
then in arms throughout the kingdom, and in all places of autho* 
rity iinder king James, newly returned to them out of France; 
the only refuge we had to fly to, was England, where multi- 
tudes continued for many months, destitute of all manner of 
relief, but such as the charity of England afforded, which indeed 
was very munificent and never to be forgotten. 

The Protestant clergy of Ireland bein? thu^ banished from Act for 
their benefices, many of them accepted such small ecclesiastical the Pro- 
proi!kiotions in England as the benevolence of well disposed per- testant 
sons presented them with. But this being directly contrary to ^^^^ 
.to a statute in this kingdom^ in the 17 and 18 of Charles IL 
cap. 10, intituled < An act for disabling of spiritual persons from 
holding benefices or other ecclesiastical dignities in England or 
WdleSf and in Ireland at the same time,' the Protestant 
Irish clergy thought they could not be too secure in ayoiding 
tibe penalty of the last mentioned act, and therefore apply'd 
themselves to the parliament of England, and obtained an act 
In the first year of king William and queen Mary, c. 28, inti- 
jti^Ied * An act for the relief of the Protestant Irish clergjj 
And this was the first attempt that was made for binding Ire' 
land by an act in England, since his majesty's happy accession 
to the throne of these kingdoms. 

Aj^V^t^T^B^ in th|^ same year, and same session, chap. 34, j^^^ 
there. passed an act in England, prohibiting all trade and against 
"Commerce with France, both from England and Ireland, This com. 
ajiso b^ds Ireland, but was during the heat of the war in that ™erce 
kingdom, when it was impossible to have a regular parliament prance. 
therein, all being in the hands of the Irish papists. Neither 
do we complain of it, as hindering us from corresponding with 
the king^s enemies : for it is the duty of all good subjects to 
abstain ijrom that. But as Scotland, though the king's subjects, 
claims an exemption from all laws but what they assent to in 
parliament ; so we think this our right also. 
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Act for When the banished laity of Ireland observed the clergy thus 

"^^"^y careful to secure their properties, and provide for the worst as 

Protest- ^®^^ *® *^®y could in that juncture, when no other means could 

ants of be taken by a regular parliament in Ireland ; they thought it 

Ireland, likewise advisable for them to do something in relation to their 

concerns. And accordingly they obtained the a^ctfor the better 

iecurity and relief of their majesty's Protestant subjects of 

Ireland^ 1 W. and M. ses. 2, c. 9, wherein king Jameis Irish 

parliament at Dublin, and all acts and attainders done by 

them, are declared void, 'Tis likewise thereby enacted, that 

no Protestant shall suffer any prejudice in his estate or office^ 

by reason of his absence out of Ireland since December, 25* 

1 685, and that there should be a remittal of the king*s ^uit- 

rents from the 25th of December, 1688, to the end of the war. 

Thus the laity thought themselves secure. 

And we cannot wonder, that during the heat of a bloody war 
in this kingdom, when it was impossible to secure our estates 
and properties by a regular parliament of our own ; we should 
have recourse to this means, as the only which then could be 
had. We concluded with ourselves, that when we had obtained 
these acts from the parliament in England, we had gone a 
g^eat way in securing the like acts to be passed in a regular 
parliament in Ireland, whenever it should please God to re-es- 
tablish us in our own country : for we well knew our own con- 
stitution under Poyning's Law, that no act could pass in the 
parliament of Ireland, till approved of by the king and privy 
council of England. And we knew likewise, that all the lords 
and others of his majesty's privy council in England are niem- 
bers of the lords or commons house of parliament there. And 
that by obtaining their assent to acts of parliament in favour of 
the Irish Protestants, they had in a manner pre-engaged their 
assent to the like bills when they should hereafter come before 
them as privy counsellors, in order to be regularly transmitted 
to the parliament of Ireland, there to be passed into laws of 
that kingdom. But instead of all this, to meet with another 
construction of what was done herein, and to have it pleaded 
against us as a precedent of our submission, and absolute acqui- 
escence in the jurisdiction of the parliaments of England over 
this kingdom, is what we complain of as an invasion (we hum- 
bly conceive) of that legislative right which our parliament of 
Ireland claims within this kingdom. 
Act ap- "^^^ riGTit act passed in the parliament of England, binding 

pointinff Ireland, that is, for abrogating the oath of supremacy in Ire- 
new oaths, land, and appointing other oaths, 3 and 4 William and Mary, 
c. 2. To this the parliament convened at Dublin, anno 1692, un- 
der lord Sydney, and that likewise anno 1695, under lord Capel, 
paid an entire obedience. And by this (it is alledged) we 
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hare-^V^n up our rights if any we had, and for ever acknow- 
ledged our subordination to the parliament of England. 

He goes on to deny the force of this reasoning, on the Secta- 
ground that this was a voluntary submission of our par- ^^^^ 
liameht ; and that as to the laws passed in Westminster, {"»^d the 
they had been applied for by the Irish Protestants, and so rights of 
acquired their binding force. Ireland. 

.His argument, however, must be said rather to halt 
upon this point. The Protestants of Ireland, at and after 
thip sad and sanguinary civil war of 1688, were in some- 
thing of the condition of the horse, in the old fable of the 
contest between him and the stag. The horse, eager for 
victory over his opponent, besought the aid of man to 
obtain that end, and accordingly suffered man to bridle 
add mount him. But when the desired victory was accom- 
plished, he foimd that his ally relished too much his new 
position of control to abandon it, and so remained his 
master. Even thus the Irish Protestants called in and 
availed themselves of the aid of the British parliament ; 
but when their objects were attained, and the contest 
ehded favorably to their views, they, like the horse, found 
their new ally a master, and quite as vainly sought to 
shake off the control themselves had conceded. 

This, therefore, is the weakest part of Molyneux's case. But the 
The true argument for denying the precedents which he ^ion wm 
vainly contests on the unstable grounds in the quotation not a con- 
just given from him, would have been, and is, that there party* 
was no national consent of Ireland to the parliamentary 
interference of England. The Protestants were but a 
portion of the nation. So far was the nation from concur- 
ring in and submitting to these invasions, that the parlia- 
ment of James the Second, in Ireland, which sat in 1689, 
passed a law declaring that Ireland was a " distinct king- 
d(Kn, always governed by his Majesty and his predecessors, 
according to the ancient customs, laws, and statutes thereof; 
and that the parliament of Ireland alone could make laws 
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to bind this kingdom.'* A clause of this act totally re- 
pealed Foyning's law. 
The na- There is no doubt that that parliament of James the 
seriLd^ SecoiKl's, was the national legislature. It had the confh 
1*^? *** dence of the bulk of the nation — ^the Catholics. Sev^ 
before in Protestants had seats in the Commons ; and in the Loi;4% 
1642."**^ as many peers, spiritual and temporal, of the ProtestfHlt 
religion, as chose to retain their allegiance to James^ -vir^ 
freely admitted ; and not only in person, but their proxies 
were allowed to be taken. The determined and unqu^- 
fied mann^ in which this body asserted the legislatii^ 
independence of Ireland, had had its example in the cp^r 
duct of the Irish parliament in 1641. On the %6th Juty 
in that year, they resolved as follows : — i 

It is voted Dpon question, nullo cqntradicenter that . 4ii9 
subjects of this H.M. kingdom, are a free people, a&4 to.,l)# 
governed only according to the common law of England, and 
the statutes made and established by parliament in this JciM" 
dom of Ireland^ and according to the lawful custom used in 
the same. — (Commons' Jour nahy Julj^ 1641 *J . * .r. 

Here is the full doctrine afterwards defended by Moly- 
neux — ^namely, the allowance of the common law of ^p^ 
land in Ireland, as established under the original gi^jjil^ 
and diarters whereby the British constitution wa^ as^b- 
lished in Ireland ; but a total denial of the force of WJfj 
statute law, unless specially enacted by the Irish parliaia^t 
itself. 

. In this ps^rliament were both Protestants and CathoUo^ 
in about equal numbers, and it may, on tli^ whokj^ '909^ 
4ering the circumstances of the times, be said .^o jbiay^ 
jepresented the nation and spoken the naticoial voice^ 

The kind of parliament called together the year afler^ 
wards, by the confederated Catliolics, in Kilkenpy, which 
certainly spoke the sentiment^ of the bulk of the noiioia — 
viz., the Catholics — similarly asserted the legislative inde- 
pendence of their country. 
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-Altliough we do not adznit the force of the reasoning Even a 

sectsunsn 

by which Molyneux would seek to get out of the dilemma insh paiw 
BKwIilGh the aiiti-natioDality of his co-religionistfl in 1688- J?"**^Ld 
90'plaeed him, by their acceptance of English legislation ; ^nst 
flttjd ahhongh the sectarian and persecuting spirit of them- auump- 
fidlneB" and their suco^eors for nearly a century afterwards, tion. 
plonged' Ireland deeper and deeper in social miseries, 
whose eflSM5ts deeply furrow the face of society at the 
pi^dselit day, yet lliere is no doubt that the Protestant 
parliament of Ireland did, and is entitled to credit for that 
it did^'take up again, even so eariy as in 1690, and with 
stabbonmess and constancy did maintain the claim and 
xi^lit of Ireland to be bound only by laws passed at home. 

They, however, did not attempt so bold a flight as to 
resist the enforcement of Poyning's law. This had been 
done by the national parliaments of which we have spoken; 
btt could only be done, as it had only been done, by means 
and foroe of the united voice of the nation — ^a condition of 
streogtb which the persecuting, penal law parliaments 
after 1690, did not and could not command. 

We have before mentioned the nature of the restrictions "Poyn- 
of <^Paymng's law," 10 Henry VU., o. 4, passed in J^^^^^"^" 
1495. Subsequent acts occasionally suspended or enforced ed and ex- 
it^' until the 3rd and 4th year of Philip and Mary, which 
^eiplained^* by rendering more stringent its provisions. 
^Sk\A the right of the king, in his English council, to aUer 
«6t0 iaranmnitted fiom Ireland was established, not to be 
again questioned ; as also, that not only were the billSj for 
die eonsideration and passing of which the parliament was 
specially called together, to be first considered by the king 
as above, but that no biUs should be introduced through- 
out th6 entire session but such as should have been so first 
coiiSHleted by him. 

This J)revious consideration included not only the power 
vSkiUkratian^ but even of total rejection of a bill, at hie plea- 
stmaad that of his English council. In the latter event, the 
Irish parliament could not, of course, proceed with the biUi 
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Mistakes Y/'e are now approaching the notice of what was done 
sertion of in 1782. Glorious as the occurrences of that time have' 
in^l782**** ^^^^ rightly called, two mistakes were made by our legis- 
lature then. The first, in not insisting at once on a total 
and distinct renunciation, by the British parliament, of its 
usurped authority to pass laws binding Ireland ; the secon^t 
by not totally abrogating Poyning's law, and returning to 
the old constitutional practice, (before the 10th Henzy 
VII.,) of permitting no reference of their measures to the 
executive until passed in both houses, and then demanding 
the royal decision upon them, to be expressed in public, r. 
Brief de- We shall have to refer more minutely to the proceedii^ 
luempts^ in 1782 presently, and so shall not delay further here, from 
at sclf-as- our previous intention of giving a few instances of what 
the pcnau ^^ ^.rc ready to call patriotic stubbornness^ on the part of 
law parlia- ^yen the penal law parliaments of Ireland. 

incnts of 

Ireland. William's Irish parliament began their attempts at 8el& 
assertion, by the Commons rejecting, in 1690, a momsf. 
bill, because it had not originated in their house. Shortly 
after, they proposed to re-enact specially for Ireland, fi)ur 
English statutes, which had been intended to bind Ireland 
without such re-enactment. It is true, that the heads of 
the bill for this purpose, having been, according to the 
jfbrms of their slavery, transmitted to England, for consi- 
deration of the king in liis council there, were rejected by 
him, at the instance of the English parliament, which no£ 
long after ordered Molyneux's " Case of Ireland" to . be 
burnt by the common hangman. Still the attempt, though 
defeated, was practically a protest against England's usiuv 
pation. 

In 1703, the Irish lords spiritedly and successAilly 
resisted an attempt on the part of the upper house of Great 
Britain to interfere with their judicial authority, in tha 
case of a decree made by them in favour of the Earl and 
Countess of Meath, dispossessed of certain lands in the 
county Tipperary, by order of the English lords in 1669» 
during the non-sitting of the Irish parliament. 
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Tn iTd9, the commons rejected a money-b31, becatiise it 
had been altered in England. 

In 1719, the Irish lords again asserted their appellant 
jurisdiction, in the case of a Mr. Annesley, dispossessed by 
their order of certain lands in the county Kildare. On 
this occasion they sent a long address to the king, (Geo. I.) 
complaining of the conduct of the English lords, both in 
1699 and in this case, in which the latter body had reversed 
their decision, and directed the barons of the Irish ex- 
^eqiier to order the sheriff of the county, Alexander 
Burrowes, to reinstate Mr. Annesley. The sheriff had 
sjnritedly refused to obey their order, and demanded the 
|yrotection of the Irish lords. 

Their address was, as we have said, long, and went into 
much argument to prove their invaded rights. But it was 
met in England with the haughty contempt with which 
Irish claims have usually been there received — a contempt 
inefeased in this instance, by the knowledge that there 
iras nothing to fear from the indignation of the Irish par- 
Ibment — ^the parliament of a party dependent upon Eng- 
land for the upholding of their unchristian ascendancy. 

To rid themselves for the future of the annoyances, even Endand's 
of humble remonstrances from such a quarter, the English bold act of 
government procured a law to be passed by their own stop^tliose 
parliament, entitled, " an act for the better securing the attempts. 
dependency of the kingdom of Ireland upon the crown of 
Great Britain," whereby, after declaring that the conduct 
of the Irish lords in the two cases mentioned, was "against 
law," and denying their jurisdiction over the courts of 
justice in Ireland, it was further declared, " that the said 
kingdom of Ireland hath been, and, of right, ought to be, 
subordinate and dependent upon the imperial crown of 
Great Britain — and that the king's majesty, by and with 
the advice and consent of the lords spiritual an3 temporal, 
and commons of Great Britain in parliament assembled, 
had, hath, and of right ought to have ftill power and 
authority, to make laws and statutes of sufficient force and 
validity to bind the kingdom and people of Ireland !" 
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After which, followed a provision annulling all proceed- 
ings of appeal before the Irish lords. 

In 1729, the Irish parliament had the courage to refuse 
to vote the supplies for so long a period as tweuty<*Qiie 
Ifears, which they were then asked to do. 

In 1751, they asserted their right of control over ihc 

surplus of the revenue. 

Digres' Some more extended notice than a mere mention of |^ 

The con- matter is not irrelevant to our subject ; inasmuch as an 

test be- eflBcient control over the public revenue is so essential Ha 

tween the , , ^ ^ 

crown and attribute of a parliament worthy of the name. There 1% too^ 

parlkT^ in the compilation of which this is one of the appendv^e^ 

ment as to a point of Considerable importance alluded to, which wooM 

surplus otiberwise require special notice of this question, as to.'the 

revenue, disposal of Irish surplus revenue. We allude to thexpecur 

niary profligacy, so unreservedly and unsparingly ohatged 

against parliaments in Ireland, by those who wotdd : Abi 

have us continue to submit our interests to English Icjg^ 

lation. It may, therefore, be well to dispose of the niattjiyr 

here, once for all. 

Lord "VV^e will take even English authority on the subject 

remarks In the debate, in the English house of commons^ (Monday, 

8ub^ ^^^ ^^^' 17 S5,) on the final consideration of. the .«coiOrT 

mercial propositions" of that year. Lord North> in Bjpeti^ 

ing of the Irish revenue, gave the house the history .of B 

■ 

contest relative to the latter, between the crown and "^bp 
Irish parliament in 1751. He said, that the groundw^ek 
of the dispute had been Isdd immediately after the restbitfr^ 
tion of Charles the Second. The Cromwellian settlers at 
that time, in return for being secured, by Charles's act.,of 
settlement, and its explanation, in the forfeited lands, (of 
Charleys otxm adherents in Ireland^ settled upon the crown 
certain verv important sources of revenue. 

Those grants were so liberal, and so productive, that par- 
liament ceased to be necessary there ; and Charles the Se- 
cond never held another in Ireland during his whole reign. 
The Irish felt the error they had been guilty of in 'Settling 
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80 g^at an income on the crown as rendekred it independent of 
parliament ; and the hereditary reyenne soon became an object 
of jealousy, not to say detestation, to the people. The debt 
contracted at the revolution a£Pbrded them an opportunity of 
proving this ; in providing for the payment'of that debt, they 
laid on additional duties of customs and excise, but they would 
not impose them for more than two years, in order that the 
crown should be under the necessity of calling the parliament 
together again, before the expiration of the two years : this 
pdnoy had the desired effect, and the commons have persevered 
in it £rom that day to this, with a difference of late, that the 
session being annual, the grants of money are only from one 
year to another. The hereditary revenue had, since the revo- 
lution^ b^en a subject of jealousy and terror to the parliament, 
^Moiniidh that so far from endeavouring to improve it, they 
never niissed an opportunity to throw charges upon it, to bear 
it'^own: however, in 1751, there was in the exchequer of Ire- 
land a surplus of 400,000/.; this, instead of being matter of 
j<yyi ' "Witt the ekase of general consternation throughout the 
■i^lfdohii t -it was feared the crown was become so rich, that it 
eoidd ]^y off the debt that was then on the nation^ and having 
n^ Jpfurther oooasion for the annual grants, would call no more 
paniaments. There was a question in that year of disposing 
df 'ibis Mir^lus of 400,000/. ; and a bill was brought into par- 
liament for that purpose ; the preamble was to this e£^ct : 
Whereas His Majesty has signified his consent, that the sur- 
plus now in the exchequer, &c. be disposed of,*' &c. The 
zealous patriots took fire at the word consent, though it had 
been inserted in two other acts before that on similar occa- 
n^Kis t- they said the King had a right to give his assent to 
that bill as well as to any other ; but that he had no right 
to give his consent ; which latter term implied, that the sub- 
ject could not be so much as discussed, or made the sub- 
aianoe of a bill, without the previous consent of the crown, as 
in the case of private grants. This was the ground of a great 
8trug;ele in the commons, where the most formidable opposition 
ever^nown in Ireland, was made against this word consent : 
the opposition triumphed ; the word consent was struck out of 
tiie billy which dropped on that account, its friends having no 
regard for it after it had lost the magical word. The triumph 
of opposition set Ireland in a blaze ; nothing but bonfires and 
illuminations were to be seen from one end of the kingdom to 
the other, and the glorious 122 (the numbers upon the winning 
skto upon the division) was the first toast at every table. 

On -what followed, the author of that valuable -work, 
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The la- « The Commercial Restraints of Ireland Considered,** 
of the (Dublin, 1779,) thus remarks : — 

Irish par- 
liament They wished to avoid any future contest of that kind, and 
caused by y^^^q flattered to grant the public money from enlarged views 
croach- ^^ national improvements. The making rivers navigable, the 
ments of making and improving harbours, and the improvemopt of hus- 
the crown, bandry and other useful arts, were objects worthy of the re- 
presentatives of the people; and had the faithfulness of the 
execution answered the goodness of the intention, the puhlip 
would have had no reason to complain. Many of these grants' 
prove the poverty of the country. There were not private 
stocks to carry on the projects of individuals, nor funds suffi- 
cient for incorporating and supporting companies, nor profits 
to be had by the undertakings sufficient to reimburse the money 
necessary to be expended. The commons, therefore, advanced 
the money for the benefit of the public ; and it can never be 
supposed that they would have continued to do so for above 
twenty years, if they were not convinced that there were not 
funds in the hands of individuals sufficient to carry on these 
useful undertakings, nor trade enough in the kingdom to make 
adequate return to the adveifturers. 

The lavishness, therefore, of the expenditure of pubGc 
money, by the Irish parliament, had its origin, at any rate, 
in a good and constitutional motive, and the encroaching 
and usurping spirit of the government is far more deserv- 
ing of blame. 
Strong As to the application of those grants, if we con^der the 

stancS'of ^^^ small progress that sound ideas on the subject of 
extenua- stimulants to industry and commercial enterprise had made 
in any country at that time ; and also that the Irish par- 
liament was the parliament of a party, whose every evil 
tendency had been sedulously encouraged and fostered by 
England herself, for her own base purposes ; and further, 
was one whose ancient constitution had, by several in- 
stances of most iniquitous abuse of prerogative by the 
crown, (from the time of James the First, who created 
40 boroughs in one day, down to the monarch actually on 
the throne, George the Second,) been limited, grievously 
restricted, and corrupted. If we take these and other such 
circumstances into consideration, instead of exclaiming at 
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the profligacy of the Irish parliament, rather wonder at 
their making any attempt, however mistaken, to expend 
the money for the benefit of the country. Had the really ^?j ^^^ 
profligate English parliament — ^that parliament that sad- the debt- 
died so many hundreds of millions upon their country, EnguSi'^ 
under which she is groaning at the present day — ever parBaj. 
found themselves in the same position of having a surplus done un- 
to dispose of, the story would have been difierent ; and ^f^ ^^^^ 

, ^ *^ , circum- 

littie thought would have been shewn for any interests but stances? 
those of the individuals composing that parliament them- 
Belves. 

We now return to our immediate subject. It will be 
seen, that although the Irish legislature (speaking of it as 
a perpetual body) had allowed itself to be placed in a false 
position, and had further aided the views of England, by 
narrowing its own base, and depriving itself of the firm 
support of a whole nation, still the ground of the consti- 
tution was not altogether abandoned ; but some struggle 
was made firom time to time to prevent the encroachments 
of England from gaining the sanction of prescription and 
suent sufferance. 

• In matters of finance, the struggle succeeded better than 
in other points. We have noted three instances already. 
A fourth occurred in 1769, when the Irish Commons 
rejected a money-bill, "because it had originated in the 
Privy Council." 

A still more creditable achievement of theirs was their 
giving up the Species of life-right^ which, from a corrup- 
tion of the constitution in Ireland, they had in the occu- 
pancy of their seats, (save in case of a dissolution by the 
^ing,) and passing a bill limiting the existence of a parlia- 
ment to the modem term of seven yeats. The English 
Privy Council altered this bill, by substituting eight years, 
hoping that the circumstance of its being at all meddled 
with by them, would make the Irish Commons reject the 
bill; but the latter saw the trap, and had wisdom and 
patriotism enough to avoid it, and so passed the octennial 

G 
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bill of 1767. We now come to the lime when the efibrt 
at self-vindication W9^ renewed imder better auspices, and, 
so £u: as the encroachments of the English parliament 
were concerned, with complete though short-lived success* 

In the article on " Commercial Injustices," which the 
reader will find in another part of this appendix, it is 
shewn how the legislative restrictions on our commerce 
and manufactures gradually became more and more galling, 
and their injurious operation even upon some English, as 
well as upon all Irish interests, more and more evident, 
imtil, in 1779, the moment of England's weakness, &om 
her ibreign disasters, was seized by the Irish parliament to 
bring her to a better sense, and make her consent to line 
removal of a considerable portion of those restrictions. It 
is also mentioned, that the satisfaction of Ireland was 
extreme, and that England was so imprudent as by acts of 
her own to cause a very speedy diminution of that satis- 
^tion. Had she (as common worldly prudence would 
have advised) endeavoured rather to foster the new-bom 
feeling, it is probable that the generous credulity of the 
Irish character might have suffered itself to be amused> 
and the national attention to be distracted from the imme- 
diate pursuit of legislative independence, imtil such time 
as, by a dexterous handling of the old causes of intestine 
division, the unwonted union among Irishmen might be 
broken up, and the old policy of " dMde et impercC* 
speedily rendered once more triumphant. 

But, instead of a warning being taken from the com- 
pelled concessions of 1779-80, the spirit of arrogant 
aggression was rather the more excited in England by 
what then occurred. Ireland's gains at that time being 
considered little other than as so much taken fix>m Eng- 
land, by a kind of successful rebellion. The interferences 
with the Irish mutiny act and sugar duties' bill (referred 
to in the article mentioned) were therefore resolved upon, 
and this unwise proceeding gave a fresh and powerful 
impulse to the new disposition towards self-assertion that 
had manifested itself in Ireland. 
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We have before alluded to the defects in what was done 
for Ireland in 1782, The right of England to legislate 
for Ireland was repudiated; but the controlling power 
given by Poyning's act, to the English Privy Council, 
was not really interfered with. AJs the best means of 
shewing not only the deeds^of the time, but the opinions 
and arguments then used, we shall give extracts &om the 
proceedings of the Irish parliament in that eventful year, 
after we notice the proceedings out of doors. 

The Irish Commons having, in April, 1780, protested 
agsdnst Ireland's being bound by English legislation, their 
protest was received with general joy and approbation 
throughout this country. The year 1781 passing away 
without any indication on the part of England of her dis- 
position to attend to this protest, the Irish will and deter- 
mination, on the subject to which it referred, displayed 
itself early in the succeeding year, with a formidable 
strength and unanimity. The grand juries every where 
declared for Irish legislative independence, and their 
example was imitated by the mercantile body, the bar, the 
volunteer corps, &c., &c. The most celebrated of these 
meetings was that of the Dungannon Convention; a 
meeting, as it was described, of " The representatives of 
one hundred and forty-three Corps of Volunteers," &c., &c. 

DUNGANNON CONVENTION. 

At a meeting of the representatives, of one hundred and 
forty-three corps of Volunteers^ of the province of Ulstery 
held at Dungannon^ on Friday y the iSth day of February ^ 
1782, 

Colonel William Irvine in the Chair. 

Resolved unanimously — That a claim of any body of men, 
other than the Kino, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, to 
xpake laws to bind this kingdom, is unconstitutional, illegal, and 
a Grievance. 

Resolved unanimously — That four members from each county 
of the province of Ulster, (eleven to be a quorum,) be, and are 
hereby appointed a Committee 'til next general meeting, to act 

g2 
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for the volunteer corps here represented, and, as occasion shall 
require, to call general meetings of the province ; viz., 



Lord Yisct. Enniskillen 
Col. Mervyn Archdall 
Col. Wm. Irvine 
Col. Robert M*Clintock 
Col. John Ferguson 
Col. John Montgomery 
Col. Charles Leslie 
Col. Francis Lucas 
Col. Thomas M. Jones 
Col. James Hamilton 
Col- Andrew Thompson 
Lieut. Col. C. Nesbitt 
Lieut. Col. A. Stewart 
Major James Patterson 
Major Francis Dobbs 
Major James M'Clintock 



Major Charles Duffin 
Captain John Harvey 
Captain Robert Campbell 
Captain Joseph Pollock 
Captain Wad. Cunningham 
Captain Francis Evans 
Captain John Cope 
Captain James Dawson 
Captain James Atcheson 
Captain Daniel Eccles 
Captain Thomas Dickson 
Captain David Bell 
Captain' John Coulston 
Captain Robert Black 
Rev. William Crawford 
Mr. Robert Thompson. 



Resolved (with two dissenting voices only, to this and the 
following Resolution) — That we hold the right of private judg- 
ment in matters of religion, to be equally sacred in others as 
in ourselves. 

Resolved therefore — That as men, and as Irishmen, as 
Christians, and as Protestants, we rejoice in the relaxation of 
the Penal Laws against our Roman Catholic fellow subjects ; 
and that we conceive the measure to be fraught with the hap- 
piest consequences to the union and prosperity of the inha- 
bitants of Ireland. 

Signed, Wm. Irvine, Chairman. 

In the Addendum to this article will be found many other 
documents of the same description, from the various bodies 
we have mentioned. 

Having now to deal with the proceedings in parliament, 
we shall, as before intimated, proceed to give a sufficient 
abstract of the chief debates on legislative independence. 

IRISH DEBATES. 

FRIDAY, FEBRUARY, 22, 1782. VOI.. I. PAGE 266. 

Mr. Gtattan's Motion for an Address to the King, upon 

Irish Independence, 

Mr. Grattan — After the ample discussion in this house, of 
the great question of right, the 19th April, 1780, and the uni- 



THE IRISH LEGISLATIVE INDEPENDENCE CONTROVERSY. 85 

versal reprobation of the assumption of the British parliament 
to bind this kingdom, then received, I had been silent on the 
subject, if that parliament, since that time, had not continued its 
tyrannical and unconstitutional assumption, by enacting laws to 
bind Ireland ; as also a proclamation in the Irish Gazette, where 
the execution of a British statute is enforced. Measures that 
evidently show that the British nation, so far from relinquishing 
the claim of usurped authority in this kingdom, have still the 
same spirit of making laws for us, which they keep alive by re- 
newing their claim on every occasion. These fresh instances of 
British usurpation, added to that disgraceful and unrepealed act, , 
6th of George I.^ makes it necessary at this time, for the parlia- 
ment of Ireland to come to an explanation concerning its pri- 
vileges, and the injured right of the nation. [Mr. G. here 
related several instances of British injustice to Ireland, from 
the act of Navigation to the present time.] And what are the 
the boasted relaxations Britain has granted ? The first, in 
1778, as contemptible in principle as in eflPect ; for after a bar 
of lawyers was brought to plead against Ireland in the English 
House of Commons, we were permitted to export everything 
except our manufactures. Their favour was an insult and 
aggravation to our misery. The second period was in 1779> 
when government abdicated the defence of Ireland, and Ireland 
appeared in arms. The minister now changed his tone — ^he 
glanced a temporary gleam of hope upon our shields — he gave 
us everything, but kept the power of taking it back — he retained 
a Mutiny bill and a Post-Office act. 

The third period was a ministerial address of thanks, calculated 
to dissolve the Union of the people — it had its effect ; when 
it was known that the strength of this house was dissolved, and 
that the glory of 1779 was no more, an order comes over to 
oppose on every occasion the latent claims of Ireland, to oppose 
an Irish Mutiny bill, to alter the Sugar bill. The reprobated 
measure of a perpetual Mutiny bill followed, but you have not 
done with it yet ; you have stabbed your country, and the wound 
is festering. Emboldened by your dissolution, English acts bind- 
ing Ireland were passed last winter I am for honourable 

tranquillity ; but when I see an administration unable to make a 
blow against an enemy, tyrannize over Ireland, I am bound to 
exert every power to oppose it. 

Ireland is in strength ; she has acquired that strength by the 
weakness of England ; for Ireland was saved when America 
was lost. When England conquered, Ireland was coerced ; 
when she was defeated, Ireland was relieved ; and when Char- # 
lestown was taken, the Mutiny and Sugar bills were altered. 
How necessary, therefore, to assert the rights of Ireland ! 
Surely, you do not expect, like the Jews, redemption to come 
from heaven, if you do not help yourselves. 
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THE ADDRESS. 

To assure his Majesty, that the people of Ireland are a free 
people. That the crown of Ireland is a distinct kingdom, with 
a parliament of her own, the sole legislature thereof. To assure 
his Majesty, that hy our fundamental laws and franchises — ^laws 
and franchises which we, on the part of this nation, do claim 
and challenge as her hirth-right — the subjects of this kingdom 
cannot be bound, a£Pected, or obliged by any legislature, so^e 
only the King, Lords, and Commons of this his Majesty's realm 
of Ireland; nor is there any other body of men who have 
power or authority to make laws for the same. 

To assure his Majesty, that his Majesty's subjects of Ireland 
conceive, that in this privilege is contained the very essence of 
their liberty, and that they tender it as their lives, and accord- 
ingly have with one voice declared and protested against the 
interposition of any other parliament in the legislation of this 
country. 

To assure his Majesty, that we have seen with concern the 
parliament of Great Britain advance to make law for Ireland ; 
and our anxiety is kept alive when we perceive the same parlia- 
ment still persist in that claim, as may appear by recent British 
acts, which affect to bind Ireland, but to which the subjects of 
Ireland can pay no attention. 

To assure his Majesty, that next to our liberties, we yalne 
our connexion with Great Britain, on which we conceive^ at' 
this time most particularly, the happiness of both kingdoms 
does depend, and which, as it is our most sincere wish, so shall 
it be our principal study to cultivate, and render perpetual. 

That under this impression, we cannot suggest any means 
where such connection can be so much improved or strength- 
ened, as by a renunciation of the claim of the British parlia* 
ment to make law for Ireland ; a claim useless for England^ 
cruel to Ireland, and without any foundation in law. 

After which, the question being put on the Attorney-Gener- 
al's motion to adjourn the consideration of the address to the 
first of August, a division ensued, 

Ayes, ... ... 137 

Noes, ... ... 68. 



MONDAY, FEBRUARY 26, 1782 — VOL. I. PAGE 279- 

Mr. Flood, in a short but eloquent speech, stated the Rights 
of Ireland, and then moved — 
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Resolved — Tbat the membersi of this house are the only re- 
presentatives of the people of Ireland. 

Resolved — That the consent of the Commons is indispensably 
necessary to render any statute binding. 

Rejected, 137 to 76. 



ItecesSyfrom Wth March to iGth Aprils 1782. 

Daring this reeess a total change took place in the Brituh 
MinUtry. Mr. Eden, Secretary to Lobd Carlisub, went to 
London* with his Excellency's resignation of the lieutenancy of 
this kingdom. On the 14th of April, his Grace the Duke of 
PoRTi«ANi> arrived in Dublin, and immediately took upon him 
the government of this kingdom. 



TUESDAY, APRIL 16, 1782 — VOIi. I. PAGE 332* 

The Right Honorable John Helt Hutchinson, principal 
Secretary of State in Ireland, announced a message from the 
Lord Lieutenant, <^that his grace had it in command to inform 
this house, that his Majesty being concerned to find discontents 
and jealousies prevailing among his loyal subjects of this coun- 
try, upon matters of great importance, recommends it to this 
house to take the same into their most serious consideration, in 
order to such a final adjustment as may give mutual satisfaction 
to his kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland." Mr. Hutch- 
inson said he could not avoid congratulating his country on 
this message, and begged to say a few words, not as an officer 
of the crown, but as a gentleman of the country. As to the 
right of this kingdom to be bound by no other laws but those 
made by the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, he had 
always asserted it from the seat of judicature as a judge, and in 
this house as a representative of the people. He should be glad 
that every man in Great Britain understood what every man 
understood here, that the claim was not new, it was as old as 
the invasion of the right. 

VOL. I. PAGE 239. 

Mrr Grattan then moved, which was resolved nem, con. that 
an humble address be presented to his Majesty, to return his 

* He there suddenly moved in the House of Commons the Repeal of the 
6 Geo. I., but had to withdraw it. 
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Majesty the thanks of this house, for his most gracious message 
to this house, signified hj his grace the Lord Lieutenant. 

To assure his Majesty of our unshaken attachment to his 
Majesty's person and government, and of our lively sense of his 
paternal care in thus taking the lead to administer content to 
his Majesty's subjects of Ireland. 

That thus encouraged by his royal interposition, we shall 
beg leave, with all duty and affection, to lay before his Majesty 
the cause of our discontents and jealousies ; to assure his 
Majesty, that his subjects of Ireland are a free people ; that 
die crown of Ireland is an imperial one^ inseparably annexed 
to the crown of Great Britain, on which connection the inter- 
ests and happiness of both nations essentially depend : but that 
the kingdom of Ireland is a distinct kingdom, with a parliament 
of her own, the sole legislature thereof ; that there is no body 
of men competent to make laws to bind this nation, except the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland ; nor any other parlia- 
ment which hath any authority or power of any sort whatever 
in this country save only the parliament of Ireland. To assure 
his Majesty that we humbly conceive, that in this right the very 
essence of our liberties exists — a right which we, on the part of 
all the people of Ireland, do claim as their birthright, and which 
we cannot yield but with oub mves. 

To assure his Majesty that we have seen with concern cer- 
tain claims advanced by the parliament of Great Britain, in an 
act entitled, " an act for the better securing the dependency of 
Ireland ;" an act containing matters entirely irreconcilable to 
the fundamental rights of this nation. That we conceive this 
act, and the claims it advances, to be the great and principal 
cause of the discontents and jealousies of this kingdom. 

To assure his Majeity that his Majesty's commons of Ire- 
land do most sincerely wish that all bills which become law in 
Ireland, should receive the approbation of his Majesty, under 
the great seal of Britain ; but that yet we do consider the prac- 
tice of suppressing our bills in the councils, or altering the 
same any where, to be another just cause of discontent and 
jealousy. 

To assure his Majesty that an act entitled, " an act for the 
better accommodation of his Majesty's forces," being unlimited 
in its duration, and defective in other instances, but passed in 
that shape from the particular circumstances of the times, is 
another just cause of discontent and jealousy in this kingdom. 

That we have submitted these principal causes of discontent 
and jealousy in Ireland, and remain in humble expectation of 
redress. 

That we have the greatest reliance on his Majesty's wisdom, 
the most sanguine expectations from his virtuous choice of a 
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chief governor, and great confidence in the wise, auspicious, 
and constitutional councils, which we see, with satisfaction, his 
Majesty has adopted. 

That we have, moreover, a high sense and veneration for the 
British character, and do therefore conceive that the proceed- 
ings in this country, founded as they are in right, and tem- 
pered hy duty, must have excited the approbation and esteem, 
instead of wounding the pride of the British nation. 

And we beg leave to assure his Majesty, that we are the 
more confirmed in this hope, inasmuch as the people of this 
kingdom have never expressed a desire to share the freedom of 
England, without declaring a determination to share her fate 
likewise, standing and falling with the British nation. 
' Those resolutions passed nem. con. 



SATURDAY, MAY 4, 1782 VOL, L PAGE 352-4. 

The Attorney- General (Mr. Scott) said, amongst other things, 
he did, consequently, as a lawyer, a faithful servant to the 
crown, a well-wisher to both countries, and an honest Irishman, 
in the most unqualified, unlimited, and explicit manner, declare 
his opinion — ITiat Great Britain has no right whatsoever to 
bind this country hy any law* If the tenure of his office was 
thought to be the supporting of opinions or doctrines injurious 
to the undoubted rights of Ireland, he held it to be an infamous 
tenure ; and if the parliament of Great Britain were determined 
to be lords of Ireland, he had no intention to be their villain, 
in contributing to it. 



MONDAY, MAY 27, l782 — VOL. I. PAGE 354. 

Speech of the Duke oj Portland, Lord Lieutenant. 

My Lords and Gentlemen — It gives me the utmost satisfac- 
tion to find myself enabled, by the magnanimity of the King, 
and the wisdom of the parliament of Great Britain, to assure 
you that immediate attention has been paid to your representa- 
tions, and that the British legislature have concurred in a 
resolution to remove the causes of your discontents and 
jealousies, and are united in a desire to gratify every wish 

expressed in your late addresses to the throne 

These benevolent intentions of his Majesty, and 

the willingness of his parliament of Great Britain to second 
his gracious purposes, are unaccompanied by any stipulation or 
condition whatever. 



90 APPENDIX, NO. HI. 

The good faiths the generosity, the honour of this nation 
afford them the surest pledge of a corresponding disposition on 
jour part to promote and perpetuate the harmony, the stability, 
and the glory of the empire. 

The things so graciously offered by our Sovereign, are the 
fnodification of Poyning's law, and not only the abridgment 
of the Mutiny bill, in point of duration^ but the formation of 
it on the model of the English mutiny bill, and prefacing it 
with a declaration of right. 

Aft^r the speech was read, 

Mr. Grattan called the attention of the house to the candid 
manner in which the address has been answered by the Lord 
Lieutenant. 

As Great Britain and her ministers have unconditionally 
agreed to the demands of Ireland, I think the spirit of the 
nation is called upon to make an unconditional grant to England. 

The sea is the element which nature points as the Scene of 
British glory. It is there we can most effectually assist her. 
Twenty thousand seamen would be a noble support, and we 
who have been squandering the public money in all the waste 
of blind extravagance, cannot surely now deem 100,000/. too 
large a sum, when applied to the common defence of the 
empire. The sum is trifling, but the assistance of 20,000 
Irishmen would be great ; and gentlemen will now, when they 
retire to their different counties, have a full opportunity in 
assisting to raise those men, and of manifesting their zeal for 
the common cause of Great Britain and Ireland. 

Mr. Gbattan then moved an address, which after reciting 
the various points claimed and conceded, went on-— 

" That gratified in those particulars, we do assure his Ma- 
jesty, that no constitutional question between the two nations 
will any longer exist which can interrupt their harmony, and 
that Great Britain, as she has approved of our firmness, so 
may she rely on our affection. 

" That we remember, and do repeat our determination, to 
stand and fall with the British nation." 

The Recorder said, he rose to express his gratitude at the 
present event. The address did the mover honor, and had hiift 
concurrence in every point but one. 

THURSDAY, JUNE 6tH, 1782. VOL. I. PAGE 279- 

In committee on the Bill for modifying Poyning^s Law^ 

Friday^ June Tth^ 1782. 

Mr. Flood said, I oppose this bill, because that under it, it 
is scarcely possible for parliament to sit at all. By this bill 
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the lord lieutenant and council are required to certify to Eng- 
land such billsy and no other, as have passed both houses of 
parliament here* By Poyning's law, which remains imrepealed, 
parliament cannot sit without a license from his Majesty. The 
privy council cannot apply for a license till they have some bill 
ready to certify. This may, therefore, be (Milled an act to 
prevent the meeting of parliaments. I hope this session may 
be long, for when Qua bill passes, it may never, be succeeded by 
another. 

This bill was proposed twenty years ago, when paslisment 
ims weak and impotent ; it was then rejected with disdalliy ftnd 
will you now^— when you have your constitution' in your hands<— 

WHEN TOU HAVE TOXJR CONSTITUTION IN YOUR ARMS will yOU 

now accept of such a humiliating condition, and disgrace the 
cause of your country by such a pitiful expedient. For my own 
part, though I have always held that Poyning's law, properly 
explained according to its true construction, was a sufficient 
guard to our constitution, yet, I am willing to give up my 
private opinion* Let the constitution be settled — I care not by 
whom. I say the Privy Council have now a power of originating 
bills* Is it contradicted ? — it ought to be taken away— it is not. 
Suppose then, an arbitrary chief governor, and a venal parlia- 
ment, (if no such thing ever existed, then I am wrong in the 
suj^sitioD,) suppose they should Say, our power of originating 
bills is not taken away, yours is. And suppose, by an evasion, 
not very uncommon, they should say, though our power of 
transmitting any bills that have not passed both houses is 
taken away, yet our power of transmitting heads of bills -is 
not — ^it is only bills. To what end then have ye struggled, if 
you leave your constitution liable to greater injuries than it 
sustained before. 

It has been objected, that a repeal of Poyning's law would 
be going beyond the terms of the address, but this is not logic 
neither, for the bill at present before us, does itself outstep the 
modesty of the address. 

Some men, it is true, may do anything, whilst others are 
circumscribed in very narrow limits. But will you not restore 
your constitution to what it was before Poyning's law. Your 
BILLS were transmitted to the king, engrossed on parchment 
under the great seal of Ireland, and the royal assent or dissent 
was given to them in open parliament. 

Indeed, when you had given up your dignity, wrote them on 
paper, and called them by the pitiful name of heads of bills, 
it is no wonder they should drop or be smothered in the English 
council, or any where else. But now that you are asserting 
your constitution, and declaring that your bills go forward to the 
king from both houses, under the great seal of Ireland, will you 
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not also say that they shall also come hack from the king, and 

he puhlicly negatived or approved. 

I will now propose an amendment to the hill, hy inserting 
after the word "Whereas," the word "douhts have arisen on 
the construction of the law, commonly called Poyning's law, 
and of the 3rd and 4th of Philip and Mary, explanatory thereof: 
Be it enacted by the king's most excellent majesty, by and 
with the advice of the lords spiritual and temporal, and com- 
mons in this present parliament assembled, and by the authority 
of the same, that the said law of Foynings, and the said 3rd 
and 4th Philip and Mary, be and stand repealed, save only as 
follows, that is to say, be it enacted, that no parliament shall 
be holden in this kingdom, until a license for that purpose be 
had and obtained from his majesty, his heirs and successors, 
under the great seal of Great Britain. 

"And that all bills, considerations, causes, ordinances, tenors, 
and provisions of either or both houses of parliament, shall be 
of right certified to his Majesty, his heirs and successors, un- 
altered, under the great seal of Ireland, by the lord lieutenant, 
or other chief governor or governors, and council of this king- 
dom for the time being, and that such bills, and no others, 
being returned unaltered, under the great seal of Great Britain, 
shall be capable of receiving the royal assent or dissent in par- 
liament, according to his majesty's disposition, either for giving 
his assent or dissent to the same respectively." 

And now, Mr, Speaker, if 1 have a feeling in the inmost 
pulse in my heart, it is that which tells me that if, after twenty 
years service, I should pass this question by negligently, I 
should be a base betrayer of my country — it is that which tells 
me that the whole earth does not contain a bribe sufficient to 
make me trifle with the liberties of this land. I do, therefore, 
wish to subscribe my name to what I now propose, to have them 
handed down together to posterity, that posterity may know that 
there was, at least, one man^ who disapproved of the temporising 
bill now before the house, a bill that future parliaments, if they 
have the power, will reform — if they have not, with tears 
will DEPLORE 

Mr. Yelverton declared, that when he introduced the bill, 
it was to take away every grievance which had been complained 
of: in his owq apprehension that end was answered. He had 
no objections, however, to terms more amplified. He then 
moved, that to prevent delays in the summoning of parliaments, 
" be it further enacted, that no bill shall be certified into Great 
Britain, as a cause, or consideration for holding a parliament in 
this kingdom, although no such bill shall have been certified 
previous to the meeting thereof." 

Mr. Flood — It has been said, that the word Repeal would 
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alarm England, and therefore, this mode of altering the law of 
Poyuings bj implication is adopted. Is this a time to fear to 
speak out in fair and open language, after our Sovereign has 
invited us to state our grievances with a certainty of redress. 
Have we not demanded a repeal of that law (the 6th of Geo. I.) 
hj which England pretended to bind this country ; and shall we 
now fear to regulate our own constitution, and leave it in a 
monstrous chaos of things declared and things implied. 

We had two hundred years of experience of the evil of 
leaving a possibility of infringing the constitution — other 
Str affords may arise, it is our business to guard against them. 
The octennial bill was altered, yet you passed* it. And what 
say you to the mutiny bill, in which you were the suicides of 
your own constitution — just at the moment you had accomplished 
your own purpose and the desires of the nation, you pitifully 
abandoned all, and with repenting hand abolished your own 
works. 

I am convinced that nothing will content Ireland but a 
constitution similar to that of England. You might as well 
say, that having for one hundred years been deprived of the final 
judication, it ought not now be restored. But I know no length 
of time that can run against the constitution. 

The question being at length put, that the bill do pass, 
with Mr. Yelverton's amendment, was agreed to without a 
division. 



TUESDAY, JUNE 11, 1782. — VOL. 1, PAGE 406. 

Further Debate on the Bill for Repealing 6 Geo, /. 

Mr. Flood said — Nothing ever was more judicious than the 
conduct of Great Britain on this occasion. She was so embar- 
rafised abroad, and you were so strong at home, that she could 
not deny the repeal of the declaratory law. Yet it must ever 
be her wish to retain the principle of it, because it is the prin- 
ciple of power, which no nation has ever relinquished while it 
could maintain it. What then has she done ? By seeming to 
yield iinconditioiially to you, she seized on the generous credu- 
lity of your nature, and took full advantage of a change in her 
own administration. Her first step was bold, in order to strike 
your imaginations with something that seemed to be decisive. 
She resolved that the declaratory law ought to be repealed. 
She did not say, however, that it ought to be repealed as having 
been a false and erroneous declaration of law. Far from it ; 
not a man in the British parliament held such an idea. The 
very mover and seconder of the resolution said the contrary. 
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It is the first principle of law, that a declaratorj act only 
declares the law to he what it was hefore — ^that is to saj, thc^ 
it only declares, and that it does not alter the law. What 
follows ? That as making a declaratary act does not alter law, 
so neither can the mere unmaking of such an act alter law ; or 
in other words, it follows, that if a declaratory act is not pro- 
nounced to have heen an erroneous declaration of law, the bare 
repeal of it can do no other than leave the law in that state in 
which the declaratory act did declare it to have been before 
such declaratory act passed. 

It was on this question, as to whether the English act, 
6th Geo. I. should simply be repealed, or an entire renun- 
ciation be demanded from England, of her assumption to 
legislate for Ireland, that Mr. Grattan made his great 
and only mistake. He estimated the intentions of Eng- 
land too generously, and his opinions prevailed with the 
house. 

However, that very year was not over, when what the 
Irish parliament in their moderation would not ask, the 
English parliament in their fear, set about conceding. On 
the 19th December, 1782, notice was taken in the latter 
. body of an Irish cause having been decided in the King's 
Bench in England. Mr. Secretary Townshend answered 
that it was an old cause — eighteen years in that court — ^and 
that there would be no more. Next day it was declared 
that the lord lieutenant had written from Ireland (in a 
fright) on the subject, and the secretary gave notice for the 
22nd of January, 1783, that he would bring in a bill, 
the object of which he thus stated, when bringing it 
forward : — 

To lull all jealousies — to lay all doubts and disputes about 
constitutional points fast asleep, so that they might never wake 
again — was the object he had in view in the motion he was 
going to make ; and he hoped that Ireland would rest satisfied, 
that '< in no change of affairs would England ever retract that 
faith, which in his opinion she had pledged, when she repealed 
the 6 Geo. I. fully to surrender all legislative and judicial 
authority over Ireland. 

Late in the debate a Mr. Macdonald asked, was t^ere 
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any supposable case, wherein, after the passing of this bill, 
the legislature of Great Britain could exercise a jurisdic- 
tion over Ireland. 

Mr. Secretary Townshend said there was none; that the 
idea was given up in all cases whatsoever. 

"the following was the title of the bill, and subjoined is 
its chief clause : — 

23 Geo. III. Cap. 28. 

An act for preyenting and removing all doubts which have 
arisen or might arise, concerning the exclusive rights of the 
parliament and courts of Ireland in matters of legislation 
and judicature, and to prevent appeals being heard in Great 
Britain. 

Be it enacted — That the right claimed by the people of 
Ireland to be bound only by laws enacted by his Majesty and 
the parliament of that kingdom in all cases whatever, and to 
have all actions and suits at law or in equity which may be 
instituted in that kingdom, decided in his Majesty's courts 
herein, Jinalli/ and without appeal from thence, shall be and is 
hereby declared to be established and ascertained fob ever, 
and shall at no time hereafter he questioned or questionable. 

The words " for ever" in the foregoing clause, were 
on special motion adopted instead of "/or the future^* 
being considered more comprehensive and decided. 

The only subsisting restrictions on Irish legislative in- 
dependence, after the passing of the measures of 1782 and 
1783, were those under what was called the ^^modijicatiori^ 
of Poyning's law. The author of " Collectanea Politica" 
thus describes them : — 

It is true, that both Lords and Commons have attempted, 
' and gained an approach towards their ancient rights of begin- 
ning bills, not in that name, but under the name of heads of 
hills, to be transmitted to the council ; but as the council are 
the first beginners of acts of parliament^ they have assumed a 
power of modelling these also. The legislature of Ireland is, 
therefore, very complicated. First, the Privy Council of Ire- 
land, who, though they may take the hint from the Lords or 
Commons, frame the bill ; next, the King and council of Eng- 
land, who have a power of alteration, and really make it a bill 
unalterable, by sending it under the great seal of England ; 
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then the two Houses of Lords and Commons, who must agree 
in the whole, or reject the whole ; and, if it passes all these, it 
is presented to the king for his assent ; which, indeed, is but 
nominal, as it was before obtained. 

This was the state of tbings up to the Union. That 
measure, it is needless to say, put an end to our legislative 
independence. Fraud, force, perjury, corruption, and 
bloodshed were the means by which the Union was effected 
— and they hare, one or other, been constantly employed in 
its maintainance ever since. All these iniquitous means 
are now, however, fast failing and breaking down ; and the 
Irish popular mind is becoming every day more and more 
united, concentrated, and irresistible in its mighty but^peace- 
ful onward movement towards the glorious achievement of 
the full measure of our ancient liberties of rights. 

We now subjoin the Addendum spoken of at page 84. 



ADDENDUM. 

DUBLIN VOLUNTEERS. 



ji' 




*^At a meeting of the Corps of the Dublin Volunteers, at the 
Eagle, Eustace-street, on Friday, the \st March, 1782, 

" His Grace the Duke of Leinsteb in the Chair. ' 

<* Resolved — That Gireat Britain and Ireland are, and ought 
to be, inseparably connected, by being under the domifiiion~#£ 
the same King, and enjoying equal liberty and similar consti- 
tutions. 

*' That it is the duty of every good citizen, to maintain the 
connexion of the two countries, and the &eedom and independ^ 
ence of this kingdom. , i 

''That the Kmg, Lords, and Commons of Ireland obtly, are 
competent to make laws binding the subjects of this realm ; and ' 
that we will not obey, or give operation to any laws, save only 
those enacted by the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
whose rights and privileges, jointly and severally, we are deter* 
mined to support with our lives and fortunes. 

" Signed by order, 

"John Williams, Secretary.** , 
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LAWYERS' CORPS, 28th FEBRUARY, 1782. 

« Col. Edward Westby in the Chair. 

" Resolved unanimously — That the people of this country are 
now called upon to declare, that the King, Lords, and Commons 
of Ireland, are the only power competent to make laws to bind 
this kingdom. 

" Signed by order^ 

" Samuel Adams, Secretary." 



SLANE VOLUNTEERS. 

" At a Meeting of the Corps of Volunteers^ of the Barony of 
Slans, County Meath, assembled on their Parade, 3rd 
March, 1782| the following Resolution was unanimously 
agreed to — 

" Resolved — That no power on earth can make laws to bind 
the people of this land, but the King, Lords, and Commons of 
Ireland. 

" Signed by order, 

" Francis Adams, Secretary." 



WATERFORD VOLUNTEERS. 

*^Ata full Meeting of the different Volunteer Corps of the 
City of Waterford, the Cavalry, Artillery, No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, and 7, assembled by public notice, on the 3rd day of 
Marchy 1782, 

" Captain Hannibal Wm. Dobbyn in the Chair. 

*' Resolved unanimously — That we conceive that the people 
of this country are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the only power competent 
to make laws to bind this kingdom." 



Westmeath resolutions, signed by the Sheriff, William 
Fetherstone, Esq. ; by the Foreman of the Grand Jury, 
CuTHBERT Fetherstone, Esq. ; by Lord Delvin, the father 
of the present unhappy Lord Westmeath ; and by the leading 
Protestant gentry of the county — 

H 
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** WESTMEATH GRAND JURY. 

" JVe^ the Jfigh Sheriff and Grand Jury of the Ccnmiy of 
We9tmeath^ at a General Attsizen held at Mullingar, m 
and Jhr said County, on Monday, the 4ih day of Jbrch^ 
1782, 

^'TlesolveH unanimously — Tliat the Kln^, Lordis, and Corar 
mons of Irelanrl, are the oiffi.7 power competent to make laam ta 
bind thift kingdom. 

'* That the numerons absentees of this kingdom^ firmu tfas' 
immense sums annually remitted to th^n, are highly detrimentel^ 
and very much contribute to the impoverishing the xatioi 
that the above bvh. is every day increasing, even to an. 
ing degree. 

^ That a tax upon absentees would very much contribate ta 
the prosperity, honour, and happiness of this king^m, and dwt 
the said tax should be appropriated to national purposes. 

'* That we consider the right of private judgment in 
of religion, to be equally sacred in others as in ourselves. 

** That we rejoice in the relaxation of the penal laws 
our Roman Githolic fellow-subjects ; and that we conceive it 
to be a measure fraught with the happiest consequences to Ae 
union and prosperity of the inhabitants of Ireland." 



The following pithy resolutiona w^re passed hj the 

INDEPENDENT DUBLIN VOLUNTEERS- 

*^ At a qnarierly Meetij^ of the Corps o^ Independent Dub^ 
Un Volunteers^ held at the Eaglej in Sustmef-'tiTeet, 
Dublin^ on Tuesday, 5th March, 1782, 

** Major CA^rsmai in the Chair* 

^ Whereas, the people of Ireland are a firee peoj^, with a 
parHament of their own, to whose authority alone th^ are so^ 
ject: now we, the Corps of Independent Dublin Volante»8» 
associated for the defence of the realm, the law, and the eonsti- 
tution, do agree unanimously to the foUowing resolations^ lor 
the rule of our conduct, viz. — 

** Reffolvefl-— That we do not acknowledge the jurisdictioa of 
any parliament, save only the King, Lords, and Commonft of 
Ireland. 

** Resolved — That we wiU in every capacity, oppose the eze* 
ciitkm of any statute imposed on us by the pretended aathoritj 
of the British parliament. 



L 
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" Resolved — That we will support with our lives and fortunes 
the parliament of Ireland, in declaring and asserting its rights. 

" Signed by order, 

" S. Cannier, Chairman." 



This is the resolution of a Meeting of the entire County of 
Meath, duly convened by the High Sheriff, and at which he 
presided. 

« COUNTY OF MEATH. 

*^At a Meeting of the Grand Jury and Freeholders of the 
County of Meath, at Trim, convened by the Sherry on 
Thursday the 7th March, 1782, the following Resolution 
was unanimously agreed to : — 

" Resolved — That no power on earth can make laws to bind 
the people of this land, but the King, Lords, and Commons of 
Ireland. 

" Ham. Gorges, Sheriff." 



We next ^ive an extract from the resolutions passed at Bel- 
fast, on the 7th of March, 1782. 

« TOWN HOUSE, BELFAST, 
« March 7th, 1782. 

" At a very numerous Meeting of the Inhabitants, called by 
a public notice, dated the 4th inst, and signed by twenty- 
five of the principal Inhabitants, 

" Thomas Sinclair, Esq. in the Chair, 

" Resolved unanimously — That if any Irishman has been or 
shall be hardy enough to assert, directly or indirectly, that any 
body of men, other than the King, Lords^ and Commons of 
Ireland had, have, or ought to have, a right to make laws to 
bind this realm, in any case whatsoever, every such man insults 
the majesty of the king of Ireland, the dignity of its parlia- 
ment, and the whole body of its people ; is an enemy to this 
kingdom, and ought to be reprobated as such, by every friend 
of Ireland. 

" Resolved unanimously — That it be, and it is hereby most 
earnestly recommended to all the inhabitants of this province, 
to assemble in their several towns and parishes, to deliberate 
on those matters, and, in case they shall approve thereof, to 

h2 
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enter into Bimllar AssociationB, as we are fbllj ocmTmced tliai 
nothing is now wanting to establish and secizre lihe fre e d om and 
prosperity of Ireland, but llie avofted unitm of iU people. 

^ Thomas SnrcLAiBy Quarmoi.* 



« COUNTY OF WATERFORD. 

** At a Meeting of the Grnnd Jwry of eaid Coanijfy ni As 
General Assis^et^ held at Blackjryars, in said (Jtmniy, 
the Bth day of Marcky 1782, 

^ Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commaos of Lrdandy 
are the oxlt power competent to mike laws to bind this Idog* 
dom. 

<* Bt order c^ the Grand Jvrjj 

^ Jobs Besssfobd^ Foreniaii.'* . 



The next b from Connanglit — 

" GORT LIGHT DRAGOONS. 

*' At a full Meeting of the Gort Light Bragoom^ the 9 A 

March, 1182^ pnrsmant #e notice. 

'< Majok James Galbmatth, in the Chair. 

" Resolved — That it is now rerj expedient, and we conceive 
the people of this coontry are called upon to declare, that the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the oki«t power com« 
petent to make laws to bind this kingdom* 

** Signed bj order, 

" James O'Flakaoan, Secretary. 



« 



The next is from Wexford — 

« WEXFORD INDEPENDENTS. 

^ At JiUl a Meeting of the Wexfard Independent Carps^ om 

Friday the Sth Marchy 1782, 

*^ Resolved unanimonalj — That we conceive that the people 
of this country are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lords, and Commons of Ireland are the only power competent 
to make laws to bind this kingdom. 

" Wm. Hughes, Adjutant.** 
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I We return Mun to 

"ULSTER. 

^ At a Meeting of the True Slue Volunteers of London^ 
derryy at the Town Hall^ on Monday j the Wth of Marchy 
1782} the following Resolutions were agreed to, 

" Captain William Lecky, in the Cliair, 

" Resolved xcoaiiimcmsly — That we conceive that the people 
of this cojontry are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lordsj fnd Commons of Ireland, are the only power competent 
to make laws to hind this kingdom. 

; Resolved unaniniouslj — That if any Irishman has heen, or 
sliall be^. hardy enough to assert, that any body of men other 
tiian' the E!ing, Lbrdd, and Commons of Ireland, had, have, or 
ought to have, a right to make laws to bind this realm, in any 
case whatsoever, every such man insults the Majesty of the 
Kinjg of Ireland, the dignity of its parliament, and the whole 
body of its people ; is an enemy to this kingdom, and ought to 
be reprobated as such, by every friend of Ireland. 

<< William Lecky, Chairman.'' 



.Tbe next extract is from a meeting in Galway. 

« CLANRICARDE CAVALRY. 

^< At a Meeting of the Cianricarde Cavalry^ at Loughreay 

the \2th day of Marchy 1782. 

" jColonel Peter Daly, in the Chair. 

^ '' Resolved unanimously — That we conceive that the people 
of this country are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the only power competent 
to make If^ws to bind this kingdom. 

" Signed by order, 

" Charles Kelly, Sec." 



Resolutions siened by Hopton Scott, Esq., the High Sheriff, 
by the Honourable John Stratford, the Foreman, Honourable 
Benjamin O'Neill Stratford, Sir James Tynte, Bart., and 
by the rest of the Grand Jury of the 

<< COUNTY OF WICKLOW. 

^JFJ?, the High Sheriff and Grand Jury of the County of 
Wicklow, at a General Assizes ^ held at JVicMoWy in and 
for said County , on Tuesday the \2th day of Marchy 1782, 

<< Honourable John Stratford, in the Chair, 
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*' Uoitoiveti uuauimuuslY — That the King*, Lordsy and Com- 
uious o£ Irelaud^ are the OKI.T eonstjaitioiml power competent 
tu biiid this kiu^om.'' 



- COUNTY OF CAVAN. 

'* At a MettttHif at lars^e or the County of Carat^ convened 
at the HtsuHUitioH ot thu Huch Sherifi at CoraA, on Wed" 
Httudatiy Jiiu'vh thtf I3thy 1TS2. the f'ullomiHg Declaration 
wtt;f unaHiMouslv lii^^retd tu. 

*^ We ileolare, that we will paj obedience to those Iswa omLT, 
which Hi'e made bv our owu legrishiture. the Kn^, Lordfl, and 
i'uuuuoiia ot Ireland : as the very terms of oar original com- 
pact with lireat Britain ore, that we shall possess and exerdse 
the t'uU eujoviiietit ot' the British Constitution. Aa external 
k>[i*euiuoiiS aiid coustitutioiial extension were the objects of 
(ireat Briiiau in that compact : as external secnritj uid con- 
titituttvimd liberty were the objects of Ireland; — ^whatCTer 
leadti to separation on the part ot the latter, or infringement 
oil the (»ai*t of the former* is a violation to both. 

** As we feel ourselves* equally with Great Britain, bound 
by every treaty of the Kiuu:. we ^1 ourselves* equallj with 
C«i*eat Britaiuy entitled to every benetit deriTcd from them. 
\Ve theivtore claim, as free and equiil advantages of trade and 
commerce with every uation, as Great Britain herself enjoys ; 
and we pled^ ourselves to our country and to each other, to 
exert every constitutional means to si^port this our solemn 
deelaratiou. 

•* Signed by order, 

*' GfOKGE Mo>'TGOM£KY, Chairman." 



- GOLDSMITHS' CORPS, 

*' Commanded by the Right Hon. the Earl of Cha&lemokt, 

*' Associated in defence of this Kingdoniy and its natural 
RightSj have unanimously agreed to the following JReso^ 
lutions : 

" Resolved — That we will not acknowledge the jurisdiction 
of any parliament, save only the King, Lords, and Commons of 
Ireland ; and that we will, in every capacity, support them with 
our liyes and fortunes, in asserting our rights, against any pre- 
tended authority of the British parliament. 

" Signed by order, 

** J. Habdy, Secretary." 



i 
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« CONNAUGHT VOLUNTEERS. 

** At a Meeting of the Delegates from 59 Volunteer Corps 
of the Province of Connaughtj at Ballinaslosy on Friday 
the \^th of Marehy 1782, 

** The Earl of Clanricarde in the Chair. 

^< The following Resolutions were entered into unanimously : 

*' Resolved — That no power on earth has a right to make 
laws to bind this kingdom, except the King, Lords, and Com- 
mons of Ireland ; and that we will resist with our lives and 
fortunes, the execution of any other laws ; as we consider, to 
be governed bj a foreign legislature, over which we have no 
oontroul — ^absolute slavery. 

** Resolved — That we are perfectly convinced, there is not a 
man in this kingdom, who entertains a wish so ruinous to the 
prosperity of both nations ; on the contrary, we declare for our- 
selves, and we have the fullest conviction of its being the 
nniversal sentiment of the People of Ireland, that the present 
measures are intended to remove every object of jealousy, that 
we may elasp our sister nation to our bosom, and cement an 
indissoluble imion between us ; — attached to her by every tie 
of interest and a£Fection that cements nations, surrounded as 
she is by a host of enemies, we are resolved to share her 
liberty and share her fate. 

" Signed by order, 

" James Joice, Secretary." 



« COUNTY OF LEITRIM. 

** At a Meeting of the Freeholders of the County of Leitrim^ 
at Carrick'^n^Shannon^ convened by the High Sheriff of 
said County, on Saturday the I6th of March^ 1782, the 
following Resolution was unanimously agreed to — 

*^ Resolved unanimously — That we conceive that the people 
of this country are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the only power competent 
to make laws to bind this kingdom. 

" Signed, 

" Patrick Cullen, Sheriflf." 



COUNTY OF KILDARE— ATHY VOLUNTEERS. 

" At a full Meeting of the Athy Volunteers^ March 17 th^ 

1782. 

^< Caftaik Daksr in the Chair, 
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^' The faU^wmgi Resolution wets unanimoushf agreed 

** Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commons of fr^ 
land> oniiYy are coaipatent to make laws to bind this kingdotn. 

" Signed by order, ' - . 

" Thobias Hates, Secretary * 



•«« COUNTY WATERFORD MEETING^ 

^' At a numerous Meeting oj^ the Gentlemen, Clergy^' dnm 
Freeholders of the county ofWaterfordy assembled otDun^ 
gartafi, on Monday, the ISth of March, 1782, purstMnt 
to notice given hy the High Sheriff for that purpose* 

<< RoBEBT Uniacke, Esq. High SherifP, an the Chair, ^. 

'< Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ire- 
land, are the only power competent to make laws to bind '%his 
kingdom. . . ^ ;,:m. 

^< Robebt Uniacke, Sheriic!'' 



Let Irishmen see how the County of Fermanagh spo&e out 
in those days — ..... 

« COUNTY FERMANAGH GRAND JURY, . 

" We, the Grand Jury of the county of Fermanagh, heisif 
constitutionally assembled at the present Assizes, held fit 
the county of Fermanagh, at Fnniskillen, this ISth daytf 
March, 1782, think ourselves called upon at thisvmier*' 
esting moment to make our solem/n declarations relative to 
the rights and liberties of Ireland* ■ -^ -. 

" We pledge ourselves to this our country, that we never 
will pay obedience to any law, made, or to be made, td b^d 
Irelimd, except those laws which are and shall be made by' ^e 
King, L<»rds, and Commons of Ireland. ; ^ . ^ . • r 

" Signed by order, ' ' 

" Abthub Cole Hamilton, Foreman." 



" LURGAN, MARCH 18th, 1782. 

" At a Meeting of the Inhabitants of the Town of Lurgan, 
and its neighbourhood, convened by public notice at the 
Church, 

" Adam Cuffage, Esq. in the Chair, 
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■**^/Sh^fbllowing' Resolutions- ^ere unammouslif entsred 
hUo-^ -.'.. ■ •■ 

^:FJnt— ^That the^present adarmini^ crisis calls t>ii erery man 
publlcallj and unequltocally to declare his sentiments relative 
to the fights of this kingdom. 

"Second — That we are sensible of our interests being inse- 
parable from those of Great Britain ; but that we do not hold 
ourselves bound bj, or amenable to any statutes, except such as 
are enacted bj the Kiio^y Lords, and Commons of Ireland, in 
parliament assembled. 

" RiC£tARi> Eustace, Secretary.** 



•*s- ■ ■■ ^■'■ ••' ■_ivi 



**Atag^ne¥dl Meeting of the Freemen and Freeholders of 
•:, ihd cUy of Dublin^ convened hy the High SheriffSf at the 
,Jhol0ehpn Tues^iay the I2ih March, 1782. 

" jAMESf Campbell and David Dick, Esqrs. in the Chair. 

The following Address was unanimously agreed to — 

" To Sir Samuel Bradstreet, Bart, and Travers Hartley, 
Es^, Representatives in parliament for the city of Dublin. 

^Gentlemen, ..,.:*... 

*^ As nien justly entitled to^ and firmly resolved to obtain a 
free constitution, we 'Require you, our trustees, to exert your- 
selves itivthe most istrennous manner, to prOcttre: an Tinequiyd^al 
4eclapation*^that the King, Lords, and Cominons of Ireland, 
^rtheo^LT' power competent to make laws io bind this 
eoiintry. • ■. • . ■ ' '' 

' L^jAnd'we solemnly pledge ourselves to you and to our 
coimtry, that we will support the representatives of thcpebrplo 
^ the risk ai our lives and fortunes, in every constitutional 
measure which may be pursued for the attainment of this great 
national, object. Be asfiure4, gentlemen, that your zeal upon 
this occasion, will insure you a continuance of our esteem and 
regard. 



"SKREEN VOLUNTEERS. 

" Skreen Corps of Dragoons, or Mounted Infantry — 

March 20th, 1782. 

CoLOMSL J. Dillon, in the Chair. 
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'^ Resolved unanimously — That no power on earth is com- 
petent to make laws to bind Ireland, except the King, Lords, 
and Commons of Ireland ; and that we will in eyery instance 
uniformly and strenuously oppose the execution of any statutes 
or laws, except such as are made by the authority above men- 
tioned. 

" Signed by order, 

<< John Wilkinson, Secretary*" 



"BALTINGLASS MEETING. 

*^ At a Meeting of Delegates assembled at JBaltinglass, pur^ 
suant to public notice, on the 20th March, 1782. 

The Earl of Albborough in the Chair. 

The following Resolutions were unanimously agreed to — 

" Resolved — That we are determined to resist with our lives 
and fortunes, the operation of any law that is dictated bj a 
foreign legislature, as we know, and will acknowledge no other 
but that of the King of Great Britain, and the Lords and 
Commons of Ireland. 

" That being imited to the imperial crown of Great Britain, 
and particularly with her in every calamitous event, so likewise 
we consider ourselves entitled to share in every fortuitous cir- 
cumstance or prosperity that can attend her — ^to the same 
rights and freedom of trade, without which jealousies must 
ever subsist between the sister kingdoms ; for unless our con- 
stitution stands on the same basis, it is impossible our interests 
should, as we sincerely wish, be inseparably connected and 
permanent. 

^< Aldbobough, Chairman." 



« BIRR MEETING. 

" At a Meeting of Delegates from seventeen Corps of Fb- 
lunteers, assembled at Birr, the 20th March, 1782. 

" Sni Wm. Pabsons, Baronet, in the Chair. 

<< Resolved — That Ireland is an independent kingdom, and 
can only be bound by laws enacted by the King, Lords, and 
Commons of Ireland. 

" Signed by order, 

" Thomas Berbt, Secretary." 
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" MEATH VOLUNTEERS. 

*^At a Meeting of Delegates from the Volunteer Corps of the 
county of Meathy at Trim^ March 21*f, 1782, convened at 
the requisition of Colonels Rowley and Lowthery who were 
both present — 

The Eabl of Mornington in the Chair. 

" Resolved — That we will in every capacity and situation of 
life, co-operate with our fellow-citizens and fellow-soldiers, the 
Ulster Volunteers, assembled at Dungannon, in all constitu- 
tional efforts towards a redress of the grievances, and an estab- 
lishment of the rights of Ireland. 

*' Resolved-— That a common participation in every advantage 
of the British constitution, beiog not only the unalienable right 
of Ireland, but also the sole tie which can attach the interests 
and affections of this kingdom to Great Britain, it were equally 
injurious to the generosity and wisdom of the British cha- 
racter, to suppose that our sister country can look with a 
jealous eye upon that truly constitutional spirit, which now so 
happily pervades Ireland ; a spirit which, by promoting a tem- 
perate and seasonable assertion of the freedom of this kingdom, 
tends to secure the union, strength, and honorable tranquillity 
of the British empire. 

" Mornington, Chairman." 



" KILKENNY INDEPENDENTS. 

" At a Meeting of the five companies of Kilkenny Indepen^ 
dents, held the 22nd day of March, 1782. 

Major Roche in the Chair. 

** The following Resolutions were unanimously agreed to, 
and ordered to be published, 

" Resolved — That the King, Lords, snd Commons of Ire- 
land, are the only power competent to make laws to bind this 
kingdom. 

" Resolved — That we do solemnly pledge ourselves to sup- 
port this exclusive right of the parliament of Ireland, with our 
lives and fortunes. 

" Resolved — That Great Britain and Ireland, are and ought 
to be inseparably connected, by being under the dominion of 
the same king, and enjoying equal liberty and similar consti- 
tutions. 

" Signed by order, 

" Val. Coghlan, Secretary." 
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« MONAGHAN. 

** At a Meeting of the Inhabitants of the Town and neigh' 
bourhood of Monaghan, convened by public notice, signed by 
twenty-eight of the principal Inhabitants, March 22nd, 1782, 

" Mr. FoRSTBB in the Chair. 

'* Resolved— -That we do most heartilj approve of the reso- 
lutions of the Volunteer Delegates, assembled at DunganooDf 
the 15th of February last, particularly that which declares 
that the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the ONX.T 
power competent to make laws to bind this kingdom. To no 
other laws will we submit, and it is with astonishment We 
behold our sister kingdom retaining claims of a contrary ten- 
dency — claims which are, and must be, useless to her^ And 
insultmg to us. « Wm. FoKSTEm.^' 



"COUNTY TYRONE. 

*^ At a Meeting of the Nobility y Representatives, FreeholderSf 
and Inhabitants of the county Tyrone, at Omagh, convened 
by the Sheriff, the 22nd of March, 1782, the foUomnng 
Declaration and Resolutions were unanimously agreed to^ 

Right Hon, Lord Belmore in the Chair. 

" We, the nobility, representatives, freeholders, and inhabi- 
tants of the county of Tyrone, thinking it now particularly 
necessary to declare our sentiments respecting the ^indamentai 
and undoubted rights of this nation ; and desirous by a season-; 
able explanation to terminate any anxious jealousy, and to 
prevent the possibility of any future contest; do declare, we 
will, in every situation in life, and with all the means in pur 
power, assert and maintain the constitutional rights of ikU 
kingdom, to be governed by such laws onlt, as are enacted by 
the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland ; and that we will 
in every instance uniformly and strenuously oppose the execor 
tion of any statute, except such as derive authority from sai^ 
parliament, pledging ourselves to our country and to each 
other, to support with our lives and fortunes this our solemn 
declaration ; and further we bind ourselves, that we will at all 
times renew this necessary vindication of our rights, till such 
time as they shall be explicitly acknowledged, and firmly estab- 
lished by the authority of parliament. 

" Finally we declare, that it is our wish to remove every 
jealousy between Great Britain and Ireland, and to prove' to 
the world our unalterable affection to our sister kingdom ; 
surroimded as she is by a host of enemies, we are detennined to 
share her liberty and shore her fate. 

« Belmore, Chairman." 



i 
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"ANTRIM MEETING. 

^.At a Meeting of the High Sheriff and Grand Jury of the 
county of Antrim, at an Assizes held at CarrickferguSf 
March ZZnd, 1782. 

** The following Resohetions were unanimously agreed to — 

** That we think it expedient and indispensably necessary 
now, to express our sentiments on certain points of undoubted 
fdndamental justice and rights, due to the subjects of this 
kingdom ; desirous by a seasonable explanation of our minds, 
to terminate every anxious jealousy, and to prevent the pos- 
sibility of any ftitnre contest between our sister kingdom of 
Grreat Britain and us, with whom we desire to live on the 
purest terms of amity and most cordial friendship ; our interest 
being inseparable, being the same blood and people, and having 
the same charters of liberty and constitution granted to our 
ancestors, when they removed from England to Ireland, and 
being convinced that such a unity of right, will increase and 
establish the strength of the whole British empire ; we there- 
fore do declare that we will in every situation of life, by every 
eonstitational means in our power, assert and support the inde- 
pendenoe of this nation on any other legislative body, than the 
Kingy I/ordf , and Commons of Ireland. We will endeavour to 
procure our firee and equal commerce to be confirmed, and the 
army raised and paid by Ireland, to be regulated by a limited 
law oJF that kingdom, during the time they are provided for by 
the Irish parliament, and no longer. We will endeavour to 
have the liberty of the subject secured, the administration of 
justice impartially promoted by the independence of the judges, 
hqldihg their employments upon a better and more certain 
^nure — -fully determined by every constitutional means to sup- 
pi^t the legal rights of Ireland. 

*' Resolved — That we think that an inseparable connexion 
between this country and Great Britain, but a distinct legisla- 
t|tbn« essentially necessary, not only for the prosperity of this 
Kingdom, but for that of the empire at large. 

"A. M*Manu8, Sherifil" 



"COUNTY OF MAYO. 

'* At a Meeting of the Gentlemen, Clergy, and Freeholders of 
the county of Mayo, convened by the High Sheriff*, and of 
the Grand Jury of said county, at Spring Assizes, at 
Castlebar, on Sunday, the 24.th- March, 1782. 

** Charles Costello, Esq. High Sheriff, in the Chair. 
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" The following Resolution wa* entered into unanimotuly : — 

** Resolved — That no power on earth has a right to make 
law9 to bind this kingdom, bat the King, Lords, and Commons 
of Ireland ; and that any Irishman who directly or indirectly 
DARES to deny that position, is an enemy to his country, and can 
only be sheltered from its resentment by the contemptibility of 
his character." 



The next is from Bandon, and evidences a spirit we trust to 
see again. 

<« BANDON MEETING. 

^At a Meeting of the Folnnteer Corps of Bandon Cavalry, €md 
Bandon Independent Company, convened by their respective 
Commanding Officers^ at Bandon, the 25£4 of March, 
1782, 

^ Francis Bxvnard, Esq. Colonel of the Bandon Independent 

Company, in the Chair. 

^* Resolved nnanimonsly — That we look upon religions tc^er^ 
ation as highly advantageous to society — as powerfolly aidant 
to civil liberty — as necessary for the strength and happiness of 
a state ; and we feel the greatest joy at the relaxation of those 
severe laws which affected the Roman Catholic inhabitants of 
this kingdom ; a measnre most wise, most political, most neces- 
sary, and which must be attended with the happiest conseqnen- 
ces, and produce a perfect union among all the people of Irdaod. 

^ Resolved unanimously — That we are attached to our most 
gracious Sovereign, with the most zealous and unshaken loy- 
ality ; and that our firm resolution is, to risk our lives and 
properties, in defence of his crown, person, and dignity. 

'' Resolved unanimously — That we regard our fellow-snbjeett 
of Great Britain with the most sincere affection, and wish always 
to maintain the closest connexion with them, convinced that 
such is absolutely necessary for the strength and preservation 
of both kingdoms ; but as we are willing to share their fate in 
the extremities of danger, we are resolved to enjoy the free 
constitution they boast, and to which we are equally entitled ; 
and resolve that no power on earth can make laws to bind Ire- 
land| except the King, Lords, and Commons thereof. 

" Signed, 

«* S. Stawell, Col. Bandon Cavalry. 
« F. Bernard, Col. Bandon Infantry." 



k 
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« LONDONDEBRY MEETING. 

^< At a Common ffally held pursuant to public notice, March 

2Sth, 1Y82, 

Robert Fairly, Esq. Mayor, in the Chair, 

" Resolved unanimously — We, the Mayor and Freemen of 
Londonderry, convinced that at this period it is incumbent on 
all people of Ireland, publicly to assert the unalienable rights 
of this nation, and that a seasonable exertion may produce such 
explanation as will remove the possibility of future contest with 
Great Britain, do declare, that we will in every situation in 
life, and with all means in our power, maintain the rights of 
this kingdom, to be governed only by the King, Lords, and 
Commons thereof; and that we will, in every instance, uni- 
formly and strenuously oppose the execution of any statutes which 
do not derive their authority from the King, Lords, and Com- 
mons aforesaid. 

" Resolved unanimously — That it is our earnest wish to pre- 
serve, and by removing all jealousies perpetuate, an intimate 
and constitutional connexion with Britain ; and that surrounded 
as she is by an host of enemies, we are determined to share her 
liberties and share her fate. 

" Robert Fairly, Mayor.'* 



On the same day, the Meeting, of which we insert the follow- 
ing resolutions, was held in the City of Cork. 

"GLANMIRE UNION. 

** At a monthly Meeting of the Glanmire Union, on the 2%th 

March, 1782. 

^ Colonel Mannix in the Chair. 

^' Resolved unanimously — That the people of Ireland are a 
free people, with a parliament of their own, to whose authority 
alone they are subject ; now we, the Glanmire Union, asso^ 
oiated for the defence of the realm, the laws, and the constitu- 
tion, do agree to the following resolutions : — 

^^ Resolved unanimously — That we do not acknowledge the 
jurisdiction of any parliament, save only the King, Lords, and 
Commons of Ireland ; and that we think the people of this 
oountrj are at this time particularly called upon to make such 
declaration. 

" Resolved — That we will in every capacity oppose the exe- 
cution of any statute imposed upon us by the pretended autho- 
rity of the British parliament. 

" Henry Mannix, Colonel." 
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That spirit is re-echoed on the same day, by the 

"LAGAN VOLUNTEERS. 

**Ma Meeting of the Lagan Folunteers, March 2Sth, 1782, 

** LiEirT-CoiiONEii Walkeb in the Chair. 

" The Dungannon Resolutions oj the 16th of February last 
being read, and severally proposed : 

** Resolved unanimously — That we pledge ourselves to ifaeh' 
other, and to our country, to persevere in every constitutional! 
means of obtaining a redress of the grievances mentioned iii 
the Dungannon Resolutions, and until th^ independence of 
Ireland, under the King of Great Britain, be firmly established 
and unequivocally explained. 



We find the following, bearing date the next day, the 29th 
of March, 1782. 

"COUNTY OF LONDONDERRY. 

'* We, the High Sheriffs and Grand Jury of the dty ^nd 
county of Londonderry, assembled at an Assize^ held the 
29th day of March, 1782, in the Town Hall of the City of 
Londonderry. 

" Thinking it now peculiarly necessary to declare ous 8eiiti*> 
ments respecting the mndamental and undoubted rightfl of rthia. 
nation ; and desirous, by seasonable explanation, to terminate 
an anxious jealousy, and to prevent the possibility of any future. 
contest ; do declare, that we will in every situation of life, and 
with aU means in our power, assert and maintain the oonstit^-i 
tional rights of this kingdom, to be governed by such law» 
onlvt as are enacted by the King, Lords, and Comaoons -of: 
Ireland ; and that we will in every instance uniformly sgki> 
strenuously oppose the execution of any statutes, except suck 
as derive their authority from said parliament ; pledging our- 
selves to our country and to each other, to support with pur 
lives and fortunes, this our solemn declaration. And Airther 
we bind ourselves, that we will yearly renew this necessary 
vindication of our rights, till such time as they shall be expli- 
citly acknowledged, and firmly established by the authority of 
parliament." 

" Michael Ros8, } ^t .^ „ 
"William Lenox, y^*"^"^'- 
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And on the next diaj the following irom Carlow — 

« CblJNtY OF C AH tow. 

r 'V w At Lmt A^nzes, MtLroh 30, 1782. 

*' We^ the ^igh Sherj^- q,n4 Grand Jury of the county of 
Carlow, thiruc the duty we owe to our country and ourselves, 
' ivoaijts-u^dnuA to' declare v^anirnouslyy 

** That the Kingc, Lords, and Cbmmons of Ireland, are the 
9^W ^wer,QOjppipeteBLt tp make laws to bind this kingdom, and 
^ii^')^Y^f{4tliem]|jt by any other body of men to exercise this 
r^ff^jfi|^^qQn0f^tiQ^t^ illegal, 9^i^^ grievance. 

i.i - " RiGHABD Merceb, Sheriff. 

:V>Jr.j.i«v:.: / ::= " RoiBEBT PowER, Foreman.* 



The spirit of Galway shines in the annexed Resolutions. 

"COUNTY GALWAY. 

■■.;w; ,,:(; ..-7.. : ', ^Spring Aseixes, 1732. . 

** At a full Meeting of the Grand Jury, GentlemeUf Clergy^ 
and FreehpUers ffyth^ c<»untv of Gahoayt assembled pur» 
suant to puilic notice from the High Sheriff, at the County 

^iHa^in Gu^Day, March Slst, 11 Q2. 

JA> '>\«i'j^fl4 ktiXY, of Casflehellr, Esq. in the Chair. 

•* Kesolved— ^That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
are the only power competent to make laws to bind this king- 
di)te)%i^tHa% Wtnll fesi^ the execution of any other with 
dtf liWs atid foi^unesi. 

'^'* (Resolved — 'That if ybrci? constitutes right, the people of 
ihSS'^tuMnry hik^e a right to use force against the man who 
iit^gHb 'maintahi doctrine subrersive of their constitntion ; 
hMr'As^the otnect is beneath the dig^ty of the national resent- 
iSHIfSi, t^'^ali etdy^bid such a mdh beware how he hereafter 
th^ei''Wi4i('the^ rights of bis country, and provokes the ven- 
^^AIU!$i^'^^''t»6ople dete^ndhed to be yr&tf.* 






'^'!^jle[mB(sf% tlie foUbwiBg, hot only {rom the intrinsic merit of 
t£^ '^(e^lutioiii but from ^e name of the chairman. 

-i ■fVcQUjNTY OF THE CITY OF WATERFORD. 

^^Withi'OrandJury of ike County dftke City of tVater- 
ford, at Spring Assizes, 1782, assembled, think the duty 
top 4np^ ^ o)aT Ccfwtitry iind ourselves, calls upon us at 
this time^to declare, 

1 



Arrtvi^Tx. \ci. III. 

* *'Sxiii. :itt kiiic- Ittirdj^ and Coxmoons of Ireland are the 
•uif iv*«^v ivmij\»*U'ii: 7i^ rnkSit itwf to bind this kingdom; and 

sitti' o*v^ u?."Ti»Miic 1» iiT^ i**Uif^ b.i^T of men to exercise this 

* * . * * « 

••:^-:\, > uiw«u%ci~n7.iAnu*. irKrrfc'*. tnd a cTHTance. 

• ScMoy XrirpomT, Foreman." 



\^ «,v■v.^% :ic f ''^ '^^ wimirf nf Wf^xfoid, wns passed 
«iAiu.\ ::« sa^ix iki:^ :^:Mct >: ^-tt? Tirnc<td vxihoiit a date. 



'B -.1 



N — *'. ? — -ni/ri^ riLL G*Yi.»<f «7«'y of the 
* -.. ■".• . tin LMnnhleiL 

' >* -^ ■ " * ■-• -i:;i^-'* :t«-*£*asLr«- t: Sm-jlti? onr senti- 
■>. •-> s'ss.if-'. -^ i>- ". ■• i^v.'r-2-.":i* i::\£ ii:i£i;«x'r*:c«£ rights of this 
-i^^ .•. . ... .-.><..-.•.> "« k ^ii&<-i:'.s>2t;« £s^L^:«ii:j>CQ TO tenninate 

S.V ^ V-. v> N..»w. -,.>.. w.*-. '. rv^.-*^'^: iit 3^t5£Lli— ITT oc anT fatare 

'*.'. *. * ' . - sr* s.. :_." :f insfc xzi£ "vrih all means 

v^ v ^r, ■ c«<-*- :»i'.'.. •- -jw .;-.":i.:: :^t ^iizsc^XDCdl riglits of 
■^v ;.'•-• >. ^- -■-... * <;.^-i ^▼>s r?3.T, jiS ar* enacted 

*; *N \ i,. . • >^ -- '.. / ■.•.-.',','> i jr«{;LZj£: iz.«i that we 
^ »' ■■ ^ -•.• tMN.*»i-x^ ;..-■-■:.:.'•'• -.^ jii-^ scr5!na:«sET craose the 



-^ 



t\»vkci- >vlt*^ rrv^u* -wic .«*>? .lU' >u*> 7«ur%i9)«uc;ftcLv<» at ^ ^^ 

liii: -jk* Vi»s;. l.,i-cs* uiv; v.^?mfuci!S )c' 'wlanJ are the 
o\L\ uv'^cf ^viu^-teiiE -o :uakt a^s^ :o jmJ :ais iiuCTont; and 
tha; -ill AUcui^c .-i Aiiv jjhcr ',o j^aiMi sucii r^^ric. :s%ubTer?LTe 

• Joa.N LJiiAZJY. Fo reman-'" 
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« COUNTY OF CORK. 

** Resolutions of the Grand Jury of the County of Cork, 

at Spriny Assizes, 1782. 

^' Resolved-^That we think it necessary to declare, that no 
power has a right to make laws for this kingdom, save only the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland ; and that we shall not 
consider ourselves to be bound by any other ; and that we will 
with our lives and fortunes maintain and defend the Irish par-r 
liament in such a declaration of rights, and in any measure that 
they may think proper to to support it. 

" Richard Townsend, Foreman." 



« CITY OF KILKENNY. 

" fVe, the Grand Jury of the County of the City of Kil- 
kenny, at Spring Assizes, 1782, assembled, conscious that 
every Citizen who wishes to support the glorious cause of 
Liberty, should at this critical juncture declare his sen- 
timents, have unanimously entered into the following Re- 
solutions — 

" Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
are the only power that have a right to make laws to bind Ire- 
land ; and we will, to the utmost of our power, resist the exe- 
cution of any other laws. 

" T. Butler, Foreman." 



" COUNTY OF KILKENNY. 

** At a Meeting of the High Sheriff and Grand Jury of 
the County Kilkenny, at Lent Assizes, 1782. 

" We do declare for ourselves, that we deny the authority of 
the British parliament to make laws to bind this kingdom, and 
that we will not obey, but resist the execution of any laws so 
made ; and that we are ready to support our parliamient in de- 
claring its exclusive rights, with our lives and fortunes. 

*^ Resolved unanimously — That Great Britain and Ireland 
are, and ought to be, inseparably connected, by being governed 
by the same King, and enjoying equal liberty and. similar con- 
stitutions. 

" James Kearney, Sheriff. 
" H, Blunt, Foreman.'* 

i2 
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« COUNTY OF MONAGHAN. 

" fVe, the High Sheriff, Foreman^ and Grand Jury of the 
County of Monaghan, this day assembled, 

** Thinking it now peculiarly necessary to declare our senti- 
ments respecting the fundamental and undoubted rights of this 
nation, and desirous by a seasonable explanation to terminate 
an anxious jealousy, and to prevent the possibility of any future 
contest, do unanimously declare^ that we wiU, in every situation 
of life> and with all means in our power, assert and maintain 
the constitutional rights of this kingdom, to be governed by 
such laws ONLY as are enacted by the King, Lords, and Com- 
mons of Ireland ; and that we will in every instance uniformly 
and strenuously oppose the execution of any statutes^ except 
such as derive authority from said parliament. 

** Thomas Cohbt, Sheriff. 
*' Samuel Madden, Foreman." 



"COUNTY OF TIPPERARY. 

** fVe the Grand Jury of the County of Tipperary, at 
Spring Assizes^ 1782, a^sembledy think the duty we ow^ 
to our Country and ourselves, calls upon us thus to rfe- 
clare — 

** That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the 
ONLY power competent to make laws to bind this kingdom ; 
and that every attempt by any other body of men to exercise 
this rights is unconstitutional, illegal, and a grievance. 

" Feancis Matthew, Sheriff.* 



" COUNTY OF KILKENNY. 

« IvERK VoiiUNTEEBS, Commanded by the Right Hon JoK$ 

PoNsoNBY, Colonel. 

" At a full Meeting of the Iverk Volunteers, at Bessboro\ 

on Easter Monday, 1782. 
Major Osborne, in the Chair. 

*' Resolved — That we conceive the first step now necessary 
for this great purpose, to be a solemn and recorded declaration 
in parliament, of the legislative rights of this free nation, and 
that no body of men have any power or authority, to make laws 
to bind this ancient and independent kingdom, save only the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland. 

^' Resolved — That it is the mutual interest of Great Britain 
and Ireland, always to possess the closest degree of liberal con« 
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nexion. We are persuaded^ from this motive, as well as from 
partiality, affinities, and affections, it is the universal and sin- 
ceore desire of our countrymen, that the two kingdoms, hj hav- 
ing the same king, equal liberty, and similar constitutions, 
should remain inseparably connected for ever. 

** Signed by order, 

<« Peter Walsh, Secretary." 



^'MOUNTMELLICK VOLUNTEERS. 

«* At a Meeting of said Volunteers^ at Mountmellick, April 

Uty 1782, 

LoBD Viscount Carlow, in the Chair. 

** Resolved unanimously — That the King, Lords, and Com- 

» mous of Ireland, are the only power who have, or ought to 

have^ any right to make laws to bind this kingdom, and that 

we will not obey or give operation to any laws, except those 

enacted by them. 

" Resolved unanimously — That Great Britain and Ireland 
are inseparably connected by every tie that can cement a union 
between two nations, and should enjoy equal liberty and similar 
constitutions. 

** Signed by order, 

" John Shaw, Secretary." 



** COUNTY KILKENNY.— CASTLEDURROW 

VOLUNTEERS. 

'^At a full Meeting of the Castledurrow Volunteers, held at 

the Market-house, April 1st, 1782. 

** Resolved — That no power on earth has a right to make 
laws to bind this kingdom, save only the King, Lords, and 
Commons of Ireland, and that we will in every instance, uni- 
formly and strenuously oppose the execution of any statute or 
laws, except such as are formed by the authority aforesaid. 

" Signed by order, 

" John B. Ridoe, Secretary." 



« COUNLY SLIGO— TYRERIL TRUE BLUES. 

^ At a Meeting of the Tyreril True Blues, held at Colloony^ 

April \sty 1782, pursuant to notice, 

" The Rev. John Little in the Chair. 
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'< Resolved — That considering ourselves as free citizens, 
armed in defence of ourselves, the laws and constitution of our 
country, and disclaiming any jurisdiction -whatsoever^ but of 
the King^ Lords, and Commons of Irelatid, we are firmly 
determined, with our lives and fortunes, to support every mea- 
sure which may tend towards a preservation of that indepen- 
dence ; and we also declare, that we will in every capacity 
oppose the execution of all such statutes, as the (at present to 
us seemingly) usurped authority of a British parliament has 
hitherto enacted, or may hereafter attempt to impose on a 
country, whose great wishes are to be free ; at the same time, 
that we declare in almost the words of our worthy brethren, 
the delegates of the Connaught corps, that the chief wish of 
our hearts, is to clasp our sister nation to our bosom, and 
and cement an indissoluble union between us ; attached to her 
by every tie of affection and interest that can unite nations, 
surrounded as she is by a host of enemies, we are resolved to 
share her liberty, and share her fate. 

" John Little, Chairman." 



« PORTARLINGTON INFANTRY. 

" Jit a Meeting of the Portarlingion Infantry, assembled by 
notice, on Tuesday, April 2nd, 1782, 

Major Legrand in the Chair, 

<* Resolved unanimously — That mutual and inseparable in- 
terests should unite Great Britain and Ireland. As Citizens 
and Volunteers, we will never lose sight of that grand object. 
We took up arms to support his Majesty against the enemies of 
Great Britain and Ireland ; to protect ourselves, and to main- 
tain, by every constitutional mode, the freedom and indepen- 
dence of this kingdom, bound only by laws enacted by the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, whose rights and 
liberties we jointly and severally are determined to support 
with our lives and properties. 

" Wm. Henry Legrand, Chairman." 



"QUEEN'S COUNTY. 

^^Lent Assizes, 1782. 

\* At a Meeting- of the Grand Jury of said county, at Mary^ 
borough, Tuesday, 2nd April, 1782, 

George Buhdett> Esq. Foreman, in the Chair, 
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The following ResoluUona were agreed to— 

" Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland^ 
bein^ fulhr and alone competent to enact laws to bind the same, 
the intemrenc of any other legislature is inconsistent, inju- 
rionsy and oppressive, and that -we will ever resist the execution 
of any such pretended laws, at the hazard of our lives and 
fortunes* 

** Resolved — That any idea of separation from the imperial 
crown of Great Britain, is absurd, extravagant, and ruinous ; 
that attached by loyalty and duty to his Majesty's person and 
government, and by affection and interest united to Great 
Britain, we will stand and fall by her ; but that being bound 
to share her distresses, we are entitled to a full participation of 
her liberty, and we hope the candour of her legislature will 
remove every ideal ground of future jealousy and cavil. 

" George Burdett, Foreman." 



"STRABANE MEETING. 

^* At a Meeting of the Inhabitants of the town of Strabane, 
on the 3rd of April, 1782, in order to take into considera- 
tion the present state of public affairs, 

John Sproule, Esq. Provost, in the Chair. 

" Resolved — That we will, in every situation of life, and 
with all the means in our power, assert and maintain the con- 
stitntional right of this kingdom, to be governed by such laws 
only, as are enacted by the King, Lords, and Commons of 
Ireland ; and that we will in every instance, uniformly and 
strenuously oppose the execution of any statute, except such as 
derive authority firom said parliament. 

" John Sfroule, Provost." 



It appears that a Volunteer Convention was held at Carlow, 
at which the following resolutions were passed : — 

** At a General Meeting of the Delegates from the several 
Volunteer Corps of the Queen'' s County, viz, — 5 of Cavalry, 
and 15 of Infantry, held at Maryborough, April 3, 1782. 

The Viscount Carlow in the Chair. 

Ihe following Resolutions were unanimously agreed to^-^ 

" Resolved — That the Kingy Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
are fiilly and alone competent to enact laws to bind the same. 
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and that we will resist the execution of any o^ier pvetcnoded 
lawsy at the hazard of our lives and fortunes. 

'^ Re8olved->-That any idea of separation from the inqwnal 
crown of Great Britain, is absurd, extravagant, and rmnoa» ; 
that enjoying similar constitutions, we are entitled to equal 
liberty ; and we hope the prudence of the British legislature 
will remove every ideal ground of future jealousy aod discon- 
tent, and that no mere cavil in words, may prevent that affec- 
tionate and perfect amity and union we ever wish to preserve. 

''Caklow, Chairman.** 



" UNIVERSITY MEETING. 

" At a Meeting of the Electors of the University, convened 
on Wednesday, the 3rd April, 1782, by Public Notice, 

" Mr. William Bakeu, in the Chiur, 

" The following Address was tmanimously agreed to^ and 
ordered to be presented to their Representatives • 

" To the Right Hon. Walter Bubgh, and John Fitzgibboit, 
Esq., Representatives in part for the University of Dublin. 

" Gentlemen — The power of binding Ireland by acts of a 
foreign legislature, is what nothing but a spirit of arrogance or 
oppression would insist upon— nothing but the most abject ser- 
vility submit to ; for we cannot suppose, that the appearance of 
a claim which irritates the whole body of the people, would b® 
retained, unless there was an intention of enforcing this claiin 
hereafter. We are therefore convinced, that an express decta^ 
ration of rights is the only measure upon which this country 
can build its legislative independence ; and that a reluctance to 
assert the constitution of the land, may furnish Great Britain 
with a pretence for denying the justice to our requisition. 

It is our wish to render the connexion between this country 
and Great Britain, as close and permanent as possible, and. we 
are persuaded that this is only to be accomplished by abolishing 
all usurped authority of the one over the other, and removing 
every invidious distinction between the constitutions of the two 
countries, equally entitled to be free. 

" Wm. Baker, Chairman.'^ 

" TO THE ELECTORS OF TRINITY COLLEGE. 

^ Gentlemen — I have always been of an opinion that the 
claim of the British parliament to make laws for this country, 
ia a daring usurpation on the rights of a free people," and have 
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miifomily aftterted this opinion both in publio and in priTate. 
When a declaration of the legislative right was moved in the 
House of Commons, I did oppose it, upon a decided conviction, 
that it was a measure of a dangerous tendency, and withal in- 
adequate to the purpose for which it was intended. However, 
I do, withoHt hesitation, yield my own opinion upon this subject 
to yours, and will, whenever such a declaration shall be moved, 
give it my support. 

I have the honour to be, Gentleman, 
With great respect, 
Yoor most obedient and very humble Servant, 

John Fitzgibbon. 
Mount Shannon, April llth^ 1782. 



The following resolution is significant, and we have there- 
fore selected it from aanongst many. 

*' At a Meeting of the Cumber Battalion^ April 4fA, 1782. 

" Colonel Davtd Ross, in the Chair, 

" Resolved unanimously — That an equal distribution of jus- 
tice IS both the glory and strength of every empire. 

^ Resolved unanimously — That to assert or maintain that 
this kingdom is to be governed by any other power except the 
King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, is an unequal distribu- 
tiribntion of justice, a subversion of the rights of this kingdom, 
and detrimental to the real happiness of the whole empire. 

" David Ross, Chairman.'' 



« CLARE MEETING. 

" At a Meeting of the Gentlemen^ Clergy j and Freeholder $ 
of the County of Clare^ convened by the High Sheriffs at 
_ JEnnisy April 6th, 1*182, pursuant to public notice, 

** Poole Hickman, Esq., High Sheriff, in the Chair. 

" The following Resolutions were agreed to — 

** Resolved — That it appears to us to be absolutely necessary 
to declare, that no power on earth has any right to make laws 
to bind this kingdom, save the King, Lords, and Commons of 
Ireland. 

*^ Resolved— That a claim of any body of men^ other than 
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the King, Lords^ and Commons of Ireland, to make laws to 
bind this kingdom, is unconstitutional, illegal, and a grievance. 

" Poole Hickman, Sheriff.** 



The Grand Jury of the city of Cork signalized their patriot- 
ism in the following manner : — 

'« GRAND JURY OF THE CITY OF CORK. 

" Council Chamber f April 6thy 1782. 

" Resolved — That the exercise of the power of legislation, 
by any foreign legislature, is degrading to the country over 
which such power is exerted, subversive of its liberties, calcu- 
lated to break down the spirit of its people, and sufficient to re- 
duce a great kingdom to the contemptible situation of a tribu- 
tary province. 

<< That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland are the 
legislature thereof, competent solely, and in exclusion of every 
other power on earth, to make laws to bind this kingdom ; and- 
that every attempt by any other body of men to exercise this 
right, is unconstitutional, and ought to be resisted. 

" That the claim of the British parliament to bind this king- 
dom by laws, is a claim disgraceful and unproductive ; dis- 
graceful to us, because it is an infringement of our constitu- 
tion ; unproductive to Great Britain, because the exercise of it 
will not be submitted to by the people of Ireland. 

" R. H. Hutchinson, Foreman." 



« UNION REGIMENT. 

" At a Meeting of the Representatives of the several Corps 
of this Regiment^ held at the Market-house in Moira^ om 
Monday^ the Sth of Aprils 1782, in order to take into 
consideration tho Dungannon Resolutions^ 

" Lieutenant- Col. Shabman, in the Chair, 

" Resolved — That in the present general appeal to the peo- 
ple, we think ourselves called on, as part of the civil body, to 
make a public declaration of our principles. 

" Resolved — That his Majesty's loyal subjects of this regi- 
ment entertain a sincere and unfeigned attachment to his Ma- 
jesty's person and government. 

'< Resolved — That his Majesty's people of Ireland, are a free 
people, inheritors of a free constitution, descended to them from 
their ancestors. 
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*^ Resolved — That his Majesty's kingdom of Ireland, is a dis- 
tinct kingdom, giving a distinct title to the Imperial Crown, 
with a parliament of its own, the sole legislature of the state. 

" Resolved — That it is the undoubted right of this free peo- 
ple, (a right wliich they yalue as their lives,) to be governed 
solely by tb^ilr own laws. That the King, Lords, and Com- 
mons df Ireland, art' the only representatives of this crown and 
pielbple ; and the interposition of any other body of laen with 
the legislature of this country, is incompatible wiih doir funda- 
mental laws and franchises. V ^c*^ 

** Resolved — That next to our liberties,- we value our con- 
nexion with Great Britain, as a blessingT <$n which the happi- 
ness of both kingdoms depends ; we shall look forward there- 
fore with a pleasing conviction, that the justice of Great Britain 
will shake hands with the liberties of Ireland ; and that the 
liberal renunciation of claims so useless to the claimants — ^to 
us the cause of discontent, and to others of fatal calamities — 
will secure the peace of the present, and the attachment of the 
succeeding generations. 

" Signed by order, 

" Wm. Bateman, Secretary." 



The following short but distinct Resolution was passed by 
the Sessions Grand Jury of the City of Dublin. 

"CITY OF DUBLIN MEETING. 

*' At a. Meeting of the Sessions Grand Jury for the County of 
the City of Dublin, held at the Tholsel, on Monday^ April 
Sth, 1782, 

** The following Resolution was unanimously agreed to — 

" Resolved — That every attempt of the British Parliament to 
riMrain or limit the trade, or to frame laws for the government 
of this kingdom, is illegal and unconstitutional. 

"Patrick Bride, Foreman.'* 



The following Resolutions show, how ardent and continued 
was the patriotism of the County of Wexford, at the period to 
which we refer. 

"COUNTY WEXFORD. 

^* At a Meeting of the Gentlemen^ Clergy, and Freeholders 
€ff the -County of Wexford, convened by the High Sheriff at 
the County Court House, on Tuesday, the 9th day of April, 
1 782, pursuant to public notice. 
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'< Resolved — That the late spirited and successful efforts, of 
the parliament of Great Britain, to assert her own ri|;htS9 and 
support their own constitution, against the undue influence of 
the Crown, is an example well worthy the imitation of the par- 
liament of Ireland. 

^^ Resolved — That Great Britain and Ireland ought to enjoy 
equal liberty and the same constitution, and that we will, in 
every situation of life, and with all the means in our power, sup- 
port this position. 

" That we deny the authority of the British Parliament to 
make laws to bind this kingdom, and that we will not obey any 
laws that shall be so made. 

"Henky Beownriog, Sheriff.* 



S 



We could not possibly refuse to insert the following declara- 
tion of the inhabitants of the County of Kerry, in County 
Meeting assembled. 

« COUNTY KERRY MEETING. 

•^ We^ the Gentlemen^ Clergy , and Freeholders of the County 
of Kerry, convened at Tralee^ on Tuesday ^ the 9th day of 
j^prily \*l ^2, pursuant to notice given by the High Sherijffl 

" Do unanimotisly declare — That we acknowledge no other 
power, save the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, as com- 
petent to make laws to bind this kingdom ; that we conceive the 
interference of any other body, for that purpose, to be a wAntm 
and unwarrantable encroachment, and an infringement of our 
rights ; and that we do expect such declaration from our repre- 
sentatives in parliament. 

« DENIS MAHONY, Sheriff." 



Thus spoke the friends of freedom in Dungarvan— 

"DUNGARVAN VOLUNTEERS. 

*^ At a Meeting of the Dungarvan Volunteers^ Nos, 1 <md 2, at 
the Town House in Dungarvan, the lOth of April, 1782j, 

Captain Boat, in the Chur, 

^* Resolved unanimously — That the Kings, Lords, and Com- 
mons of Ireland, are the only power competent to make laws to 
bind this kingdom. 

"John Wilkinson, Secretary.* 
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In siinilar terms the Farbil Light Dragoons expressed 
themselves: 

"COUNTY WESTMEATH. 

** At a full Meeting of the Farhill Light Dragoons, held at 
Killucan, the lOth day of April, 1782, 

Captain Robert Cooke, in the Chair, 

" The following Resolution was agreed to — 

'^ Resolved — ^That no power on earth is competent to make 
laws to bind Ireland, except the King, Lords, and Commons 
thereof." 

** Robert Cooke, Chairman." 



The same Resolution was adopted by the 

rathdown light dragoons, 

County of Dublin. 

^ At a Meeting of this Corps^ on Wednesday, the lO^A of 

April, 1782, 

Coi<. Sir John Allen Johnson, Bart., in the Chair. 

" The following Resolution was unanimously agreed to — 

^ ResolTed— That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
are alone competent to make laws to bind this kingdom. 

J. A. Johnson, Chairman." 



It appears that all classes in the County of Dublin were ani- 
mated with a desire to pledge themselves in the strongest way 
to the doctrine of Irish Independence. 

« COUNTY OF DUBLIN. 

" At a Meeting of the High Sheriff and Grand Jury 
efthe County of Dublin, assembled in the Court House 
at Kilmainham, on Thursday, Wth April, 1782, 

THOMAS BAKER, Esq Foreman,.in the Chair, 

** The following Resolutions were agreed to — 

" Resolved — That no power on earth, but the King, Lords^ 
and Commons of Ireland, can, in right, make laws to bind the 
people of this land. 
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*^ Resolved — That the members of the House of ComnOionsare 
the representatives of, and derive their power solely from the 
people ; and that a denial of this proposition by them, would be 
to abdicate the representation. 

"THOMAS BAKER, Foreman.'' 



We cannot exclude the following Resolution — 

'* MULLINGAR VOLUNTEERS. 

" At a Meeting of the Mullingar Corps, on Friday, AprU 

I2th, 1782, 

Wm. Judge, Esq, Colonel, in the Chair, 

" Resolved — That the King, Lords, and Commons of Ireland, 
are the only power competent to make laws to bind this kingdom, 
and that we will not assist in the execution of any but those 
enacted by the legislature aforesaid. 

" Wm. Judge, Chairman." 



How strange it will appear to those who know the Coroora- 
tion of Dublin, to find that they could have passed such a Reso- 
lution as the following — 

*' At an Assembly held at the Tholsel of the City of Dttb- 
lin, on Friday, the \2th day of April, 1782, 

** Resolved unanimously — That we conceive that the people of 
this country are now called upon to declare, that the King, 
Lords, and Commons of Ireland, are the only power competent 
to make laws to bind this kingdom. 

" Tayjlob and Lambert, Town Clerks."*. 



There is material of the highest temper in the following Re- 
solutions. 

« COUNTY OF DUBLIN LIGHT DRAGOONS. 

" At a Meeting of the County of Dublin Light Dragoons, 

on parade, April \Ath, 1782, 

The Right Hon. Luke GardiNeA, in the Chair. 

** Resolved unanimously — That the King, Lords, and Com- 
mons of Ireland, are the only power competent to make laws to 
bind this kingdom. 

" Resolved unanimously — That until the indisputable rights 
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of the different branches of the legislature of this kingdom shall 
be fully recognised, harmony between Great Britain and Ire« 
land can never be completely established. 

" Jlesolved unanimously — That any man^ or body of men, in 
either kingdom, who at this crisis can hesitate at a recogni- 
tion of our rights, must be considered as holding sentiments 
tending to separate Great Britain and Ireland, and inimical to 
the tranquillity of both kingdoms. 

" Luke Gardiner, Chairman." 



Thus spoke the County of Cork, and may it soon so speak again. 
« COUNTY OF CORK MEETING. 

" At a Meeting of the Gentlemen^ Clergy^ and Freeholders 
of the County of Cork^ convened pursuant to Advertise- 
menty at the Coimty Court Hotise, on Monday ^ I5th day 
of April, 1782, 

Abraham Morris, Esq., High Sheriff, in the Chair. 

" Resolved unanimously — That national and independent le- 
gislation being the fundamental right of the subject, without the 
establishment of which we can never hope for security to our 
person or our properties, is an object of great national import- 
ance ; and that we will assert, promote, maintain, and defend, 
this and all other our natural and inherent rights, by every con- 
stitutional means ; solemnly declaring, that no power or state 
whatsoever, hath any right to make laws to bind this kingdom, 
save only the Kings, Lords, and Commons of Ireland. 

" Resolved unanimously — That as we hold the interests and 
connexions of Great Britain and Ireland to be inseparable, so 
we also declare their legislature to be distinct and independent 
of each other, and that the security and firmness of the former, 
can only be maintained by the establishment of the latter. 

" Abraham Morris, Sheriff." 



The following emphatic declarations emanated from the 

"KING'S COUNTY.— BARONY OF KILCOURSY 

UNION. 

" At a Meeting of the Barony of Kilcoursy Union^ held 
at Horseleap^ on Tuesday the \Qth Aprils 1782. 

Major Bagot in the Chair. 



{ 
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*» Thf fiJl&u*mg Resolutions were unanmunuhf agreed 

" K<^il\-<s} — Thm w^f HigWy •pprove of the Tirtaons and 
Min«M\^ Kwwvlwtuw* of the Ulster Delegates, assembled at 
l>>w«*ww*w An ih^ 15th of February last. 

** U*^\h-*s^— That ih<^ Kin^, Lords,and Commons of Ireland, 
aw ih*^ fwK pomt^r oomprt<^nt to make laws to bind this king- 
A^m. a^>^i tVaJ ^-^^ mill wwist, with our lives and fortunes, the 
^x^'^wliAtt of aaft\ othor lam-*, save those only that are enacted 
Vx tW a«i>i4\riT\ afoTMiaMi 

** St^rned by order, 

^ Joseph Heuderson, Sec.* 



\X^ VniWiJx ^MK''ln• iii thr iioiiUtteDts expressed in the fol- 

-Oi ONI ON AX VOLUNTEERS. 

■^ i-: A ,V*-*Oy^ /^* rhf C/jnufmam Lifht Infantry, at 
.VA6<r\x /i% rw7=:MUG;9 rw It>tl -iprHy 1782, 
^ \\\^^wy^ \\$v4^<u( OiJntiK«x in ike Chair. 
^^ t"^ <)^>i)W^ JC^Ww>/m^ virv mmamimousfy agreed 



" Ks,v*sS^ tf^ %^ mC «*iii:> Tfisriain. and strenuously 
v^iy^vs:^ vW y&'OJbs'i^^^Ki /c ^-^u;: /cr^jsiil rsffshsdcA, the defence 
^^ s^:Ja' >.vau4vx j^«<k:::toJi Vf^M^tj: ;rtwtttM«.. UK |it<ii>enatlon of the 
^b6.s' iKAK<v Auo, vW vo/<Mv^W ^c ^ttr w-i9iafeffzsntioiial fireedom, 

** Kv^N«N^-- t^lkM 4W 4«H«i 9«^w^r^ v/c tnuKtznc laws to lund 
vlilii k,ui^-Uixii> Ia ^«i«UANi iu !^ Ikiitu:. Lv^i^ik. aaid Commons of 
hvUusi v>uu\ ; j^U 'Jki£ %tf >»tll !i«^ jt» VobmoMTS* or in anv 
other c<4\kI;^x« car'orw tJk» ^x^'ucitm M* jay Issws^ except soiA 
a» h.4\v vgvvi^^ 'Jiom v.vu»£ituci«/udi. Mocobinu 

•' $igu«)a b>' ^/ruer. 

** w^ .Vi/jl:ii2»& Seeretary." 




Th^ Wicklow Couv^uuou ^xpr^isMd itaei£ duts t— • 

-WICKLOW VOLUNTEERS. 
*' At a Meethu/ 'if th€ H^fi^r^ietUutictfs tf the Ifuiepemdent 
Wivklow Fortsitrs^ Cavuir*^ ami Injuntr^Sy *ii ^ ttrUw, 
the 20th of Apr a, 17S2, 

CuitOXKJU Hayba in ihi) Chair. 
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** Resohred unanimotisly— -That though we had conceiyed the 
general voice of this county, in the unanimous resolutions passed 
at last Lent Assizes, had fully spoken our sentiments, yet per- 
OQiving that several respectable corps have thought it proper 
to remove every possible doubt of their principles, by speaking 
particularly for themselves ; and being fiilly persuaded, that 
subjects, by acquiring a knowledge in the use of arms, do in 
no respect relinquish the rights to a free discussion of public 
i^iaasures, we do now declare, that no power on earth nas a 
power to make laws to bind this kingdom, but the King, with 
the Lords and Commons of Ireland. 

" Samuel Hayes, Chairman." 



We^ close our extracts viUi the following : — 

"LISMORE VOLUNTEERS. 

" At a full Meeting of the Independent Blues of Lismore^ 
in the cmmty of Waterfordj on the Ist of Aprils 1782, 

RoBKET Cooke, Esq. in the Chair. 

'< Resolved — That the Kin?, Lords, and Commons of Ireland 
iss^jy are compatent to make Uws to bind this kingdom ; and 
that an usurpation of this power by any other body of men, is 
lyiconatitutional, illegal, and a grievance. 
f . " Robert Cooke." 

t: . ■ ■ • . 
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The following recorded evidences of the ungenerous spirit English 
in which England has acted towards Ireland in points ^toEng- 
aSecting her commercial and manufacturing prosperity, lish com- 
are taken from English sources. jealousy 

The first is fi'om Anderson's " History of Commerce." It ^^ ^F^' 
shews that the more favourable conduct of England in the 
points alluded to, previous to the 17th century, was subse- 
quently a subject of regret. Anderson has not noted the 
reason of that early favour. It was simply because the 
commerce and trifling manufactures of Ireland were in 
towns that were mere English fortresses along the Irish 
coast. But when the Irish began to have a share, she 
conunenced her oppressions, and gave free vent to her 
ungenerous and cruel jealously of Irish prosperity. 

In those early days commerce was not so perfectly under- 
stood as to be made subservient to the political interests of 
princes and states. Of this we have an instance imder the year 
1289> being the 17th of King Edward I., when an act passed 
relating to Ireland, the 4th section whereof gives "leave for 
all kinds of merchandize to be exported from Ireland except to 
the King's enemies." Certainly, then as well as now, there 
were some Irish commodities that interfered with those of the 

k2 
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same kind in Ejigland, and particularly wool and leather. Even 
much later than this time, we find another law to the like effect 
in the 34th year of King Edward IIL, being the year of our 
Lord 1360, c. 17, "giving leave for all kinds of merchandize 
to be exported from and into Ireland, as well by aliens as 
denizens ; and also c. 18 of the same year enacts, that all per- 
sons who have lands and possessions in Ireland might freely 
import thither, and also export from that kingdom their own 
commodities," which liberty^ in our days, would he deemed 
unsafe and dangerous. — 1763, p. 321, vol. 1, Anderson** 
Commerce* 

This was written in 1763, but there are earlier proofs of 
the evil disposition of England. Sir William Temple, 
writing in 1673, thus advised the then Lord Lieutenant of 
Lreland: — 

Regard must be had to those points wherein the trade of 
Ireland comes to interfere with that of England, in which case 
the Irish trade ought to be declined, so as to give way to the 
trade of England. 

This policy was very effectively followed up. Indeed 
ten years before Sir William Temple wrote, Msh comr 
merce got a cruel blow from the Navigation Acts of 
Charles II. She was cut off from all direct trade with 
the colonies, just as she was beginning to find it most 
profitable. 

For details we refer the reader to a subsequent part of 
this article, as well as for the details of the ruin of our 
woollen manufectures, by the compliance of William III. 
with the grossly and tyrannously unjust demand to tihat 
effect, made upon him by the British parliament. We 
proceed with our authorities. The cruel effect of the act 
of William III. was well described by the historian, 
Barlow : — 

From the establishment of the act of settlement and explana- 
tion, Ireland had rapidly increased in wealth and improvement, 
to the admiration and envy of her neighbours, till it was again 
laid waste by the revolutionary wars under William IIL, and 
even from this calamity it was recovering with such quickness, 
that in 1698 the balance of trade in its favour amounted to 
between ybt«r and Jive hundred thousand pounds* 
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But the effects were permanent of restricting laws, insur- 
mountable by the fertility of the soil, the ingenuity of the 
inhabitants, navigable rivers, and a multitude of harbours. — 
(Vol. 1, p. 290.) 

The 17th century having thus closed, we give, from a 
pamphlet published in Lonclon in 1727, an evidence of the 
continuance, in the 18 th century, of the same arrogant 
and insolently selfish spirit, with which our interests were 
treated. 

Seasonable Remarks on Trade, with some Reflections on the 
Advantages that might accrue to Great Britain hy a 
proper Regulation of the Trade of Ir eland y wrote in 
London f 1727. 

P. 36. — The situation of Ireland for an extended trade is 
more advantageous than that of any other nation in Europe. 
Its harbours are many and commodious, its inhabitants numerous 
and hardy, inured to want and labour, and able upon poor fare 
to run tbjrough a great deal of work. 

Their near situation renders intercourse between us very 
easy, and enables us to protect their trade, and to take such 
care of our interest there as would be almost impossible, had 
they been more remote. The politeness, the gaiety, the power 
of our court> allure all those who are studious either of improve- 
ment, i>f {pleasure, or of preferment. This drains from them 
the penny-rents of most of the great estates of that kingdom, 
and every increase of their wealth will (by enlarging the rent- 
rolls of those already settled here, and by enabling others to 
taste the delights of a court, who by the narrowness of their 
present fortunes are confined at home) greatly enlarge this 
inlet of their money, and increase our drafts upon them, which, 
together vrith the restrictions on the exportation of their wool, 
and the other advantages which we already have of them in 
trade, will cause to centre in England all, or the most part of, 
their acquisitions on the general balance. 

I am sensible that the proposition which I here advance is a 
very bold one ; as it is so opposite to the universally received 
opinion, that it were better for England if Ireland were no 
more. But, if we consider (apart from prejudice and particular 
interests) how greatly we are already gainers by the trade and 
industry of that country, poor as it is, we shall, perhaps, give 
into a notion so greatly exploded, and begin to think that the 
wealth and prosperity of Ireland is not only compatible with 
that of England, but highly conducing also to its riches, 
grandeur, and power. 



134 APFENBIX, NO. IT. 

The writer of the pamphlet hail actually to apologiae for 
thinking that Irdand ought to exut at all, and this ahhoogh 
he only contemplated her existence as a means of giving 
En^and more plunder ! 

Beferring for all detiuls to the citation that foUowa, of 
acts of the English parliament, marking the sabsistence of 
their spirit of injustice, we crowd together our remaining 
English authorities. 

British legislation, on all occasions^ controlled Irish oom- 
merce mrith a Terj high hand — ^aniyersallj on the principle of 
monopoly ; as if the porerty of Ireland were her wealth*— 
Tomr of Arthur Young j 1776-7. 

From the BeTolmion till within these few years, the system 
had heen that of debarring Ireland from the nse of her own 
resources, and making her sabserrient to the interests and 
opulence of the English people. — Pittj 1785. 

Rlr. Dempster (on the same occasion). In the English par- 
liament, said^ that "England had always been miserably jealous 
of Ireland.* 

On another occasion, Mr. Grenrille (afterwards Lord Gren- 
TiUe) said, ^' if England were hearily taxed, she had now, and 
had had for a whole centory past, the benefits of a widely- 
extended trade, from tchich she had excluded Ireland — and 
the latter had already giyen to England all that she conld haye 
made, if by a barbarous and equally absurd policy she had not 
been debarred from those advantages that Giod and nature had 
given her. 

Ireland had long felt the narrow policy of Great Britain, 
who, influenced by views of trade and commercial advantage, 
and stained and perverted with selfish motives, had treated her 
with partiality aud neglect, and never looked on her prosperity 
as that of the empire at large. — Pitt, 1799. 

Such being some of the principal testimony, up to the 
Similar Union, as to English jealously of Ireland's prosperity, 
after the thcrc need but two extracts more to show that it has not 
Union. ij^gjj denied since. 

Is it not well known that, till 1780, the agriculture, internal 
industry, manufactures, commerce, and navigation of Ireland, 
were all held in the most rigid subserviency to the supposed 
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interests of Great Britain? In 1778 there was a proposal to 
allow her to import sugar direct, and to export every thing hut 
woollens to pay for it ; and this proposal was almost made a 
question of allegiance by the great towns of Great Britain, and 
80 it was lost ! In 1779 a more limited concession to her was 
also lost ! But towards the close of that year the disasters in 
North America^ and the state of things in Ireland^ produced 
a different feeling in the British parliament — state necessi' 
tieSf acting under a sense of political danger, yielded without 
grace, that which good sense and good feeling had before 
recommended in vain ; and in 1782, under the like pressure, 
those concessions were rendered irrevocable, — Mr, Huskisson, 
March 21, 1825. 

Ireland was, under our old colonial system, prohibited from 
any direct trade with British colonies. This system was main- 
tained with all its vigour till 1780, when, after the close of the 
American war, it became imperatively necessary to look to the 
rising spirit of discontent in Ireland, much fomented by the 
illiberal and unjust policy of this country (England) in respect 
to commerce. Every liberal relaxation encountered violent 
opposition, by strong petitions from Manchester, Glasgow, and 
Liverpool ; the merchants of the latter place said that if Ireland 
were placed on the same footing with England, the port and 
town of Liverpool would fall back to its former state. — March 
12, 1841. — Labouchere, President of the Board of Trade. 

Leaving these general testimonies as to England's jea^- First con- 
lousy of our commercial progress, we come to details. By the pro- 
the infiunous Lord Strafford, her active hostility in this jeet of 
respect seems to have been evoked. In Wallace's Essay ^^ ^ 
on the Trade and Manufactures of Ireland (Dublin, 1798), ^^^^ 
an extract is given from a letter of his, dated July 25, 1636, 
on the subject of the report he had made to the King and 
Council, respecting the manufacturing prospects of Ireland. 
The extract is as follows : — 

That there was little or no manufactures among them {sciL 
the Irish), but some beginnings towards a clothing trade which 
1 had, and so should still discourage all I could, unless other- 
wise directed by his Majesty and their Lordships, in regard it 
would trench not only on the clothings of England, being our 
staple commodity, so as if they should manufacture their own 
wool, which grew to very great quantities, we {sciL the English) 
should not only lose the profit we made now by in-draping their 
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wools, but his Majesty lose extremely by his customs. And in 
conclusion, it might be feared that they might beat us out of the 
trade itself, by underselling us, which they were able to do. 

Ho luldoil, that he had endeavoured to turn the attention 
of the Irish to the manufacture of linen. His interference 
i^*a^ utterly unjustifiable. Ireland, like every other nation, 
had a right to follow whatever manufactures she best liked, 
or found most convenient. Wool was her natural staple, 
tho material bcinsj in excellence and abundance at home. 
If she afterwnrvls took of her own accord to the more 
oxotio article of linen, there Avas no reason why she should 
Iv cvMitincil to that alone. But such was the design, and 
ulthousrh StnitTorvl failed, and that the internal dissensions 
and dis\^r\lcrs which per\-aded in England for nearly a 
^^uartor of a century atlor, prevented his suggestions being 
uwiwiHliatoly actoil uiH>n by England, they were carefidly 
kopt in Miiud, till a fJivourable concurrence of circumstances 
in tho vory la^^i years of the century, gave her the long de- 
w^XhI opjH^i unity of carrying them into effect. 
UHHx \x\ iho wi^u of Clmrlcs II. l>^an the direct legislative 

iiuuu\«« JutovRnvuiv with tho commercial prospects of Ireland, 
M\^\\ \^\\ \^\x\ys\\ (M alhuKnl to in tho quotations we have eiven from 
\^\Ms\^ V\\)\\U\\ w vitoi>» ami ^jH^ikors. By the 1 2 Chas. II. chap. 4, 
duli\'^« \S(nal U^ a pix^hibition were laid in England on the 

EmmmV* »<*» i»u|»o«^l of Irinh w\H\Uon jxoihIs. This was little noticed at 
I*'** ? rt* ^'^** Huus ouv tuiuuitaotuiw in that respect, not being just 
HlK^V'Mtt \\\\^s\ \\^\y o\tou«»ivo* But it >v;\s the beginning of a cruel 
'**"" «ytihMn il^ohMi^ly mrriod out and persevered in for nearly 

fijlmv^..! t^^^ >iMU*, and which siH^nlily and severely forced itself on 
Mil. hnln ii^^, imiioo t»f tho Irish. The act w^e liave mentioned was 
h\ aluu p»|u»iitlil\ toMowod up by the 15 Chas. II. chap. 7, (1663,) 
prnhihillMg tho import of Irish cattle into England, and 
till t'.ifmri of \ahio t\H>m Iivland to the colonies. Then 
imiuii \\m\ UU and 2a t1ias. 11. chap. 26, (1770,) forbiddmg 
iiiiport \\\\{\ Ih^hmd of sugtu*, tolmcco, cotton, indigo, steel, 
•ImuaitM^ wood, or fuHti^s and some other articles from the 
i-iiliiuioMi mdoM ^/ir9t itnlinulal in an English port. This 
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actedMiedns'tm intinmi^ thai its pioUbitiona. had been 
mteride^ii^. tb^ act pt ^(663. but' not sufficietitly expreeeed 
in the clause of tke latter act, which forbade impbrt of co^ 
lonial idrddeB &om>an jRnglidi poirt imto ]Jreloa4) iMil^a tb^ 
shif)' had {Mt imloaded m' that port* 

So active was the mifieraUe jealousy that dictated these Aggres- 
and other aggressioaB mpon our ooGoanercial.libeiity, that ^y*o/ 
they'Were',jfi»*'1^g]:«»ler pai]rt,tnade more to guard^i^ainst F^^ 
an itntv^ptitedi virthet' tiban ageifist mj immediately e:si8t- our pros- 
ing -stitocefls of Irish eDterpme. ^This was particularly the P®"*y- 
cas^' ti4ib the ttro <fi]«t of the aei« we have mentioned. 
Ot^^obl-maRiu&ctare, ahhougb certainly making adYfmces, 
Yrt»'ietf%a'%xm txsing in stich « flourishing condition vx 
IQMf,'^' \x} justify the' jefldoos- feaars of ; oompetitioa with 
Eiii^^d^''th»f ipl4np«ed Hie 12 Cbaa. II. c^p. 4. Hoc 
wdiif tk^'Engfish «far^ad of dectease in the value of land, 
frbiti'^lsfte^v^ iinpoK of Irish oattle better founded^ when 
in 1^63 thait'^utide of -import waa forbidden upon such, a 
pretence. .•■ /tiii .:•.' 

^At^^tJii^-^atee time tliere^ is no dOubt that Ireland w^ improve 
pri^rtasiigl We -have already quoted the testimony oi'^^l^^^ 
the historian Baa^low^ to that effect. In 1692, Lord X)e- to 168a. 
pnity^Sydne5r,''iii hi^ speech from the thvone to the. Irish 
pa!^liaiheiit, 'lyoi^' s^^ftr' testimony, <from his own know*. 
Iedg6'.* Much of this increased prosperity haa been attri*^ 
but^'^iiid with justice, ' to James, &st Duke of Ormonde. .■...•(> 
Ih'iiiti'ekcellehirt |>libli6ation (the amtkorship of which.is in 
8(^^ ' dddbt), '^titkd ^' The i Coinmemal Bfi0ti:ainta of 
Wekaid^cdiisMered,--priirted in Dublin, in..l779. tWa 
ntldeman '^u^'bisi^ffiirtij ate tbiisi spoken 'of :^^ • . . 

!Tp bfV^itbe iRTOimd that .this pcwintry (^Ireland) had received Efforts of 
bj t|»f prohi})itLon of the export of her cattle to England, tord the Duke 
Ormonde obtained frim Charles TJ. a letter dtfted 23rd March, °^ ^^' 
ISSY, bjr which he dii'^tet^ lall resto»ttils ^n<e9ip«Pt of briah promote 

! • -' I- ,■■ ■■■ . ■• ■ : ■ .' . . . ■ 

" .. 1 ■ ■ • ' . • ■ ■ ■ • ■ . . . ■ I 

y Oilier evidence^ md be tbiiiubAtly kacU-aA tl«it of Arcbhishop Kixig m 
his .State of the Protestants of Ireland; Lord Chief Justice Keating's 
Adidress to Jaoiet II. and \6i Letters to Sir J(^ Tenipld^ Iw. 



138 



APPENDIX, NO. IV. 



this im- 
prove- 
ment. 



Acciden- 
tal im- 
pulse to 
it from 
England 
herself. 



England's 
care of 
her own 
interest. 



goods to foreign^ parts, to be taken off • and the 

import from Scotland of linen, woollen, and other commodities 
to be stopped, as drawing large sums out of Ireland. His 
Grace successfully executed his schemes of national improve- 
ment, having by his own constant attention, the exertion of his 
extensive influence, and the most princely munificence, greatly 
advanced the woollen, and revived the linen manufactures. 

This result was also in some degree accelerated by one 
of those very instances of anticipatory obstruction^ on the 
part of Great Britain, which we have noticed a couple of 
paragraphs ago. The particular instance in question was, 
that in which, by one part of the act of 1663, Irish cattle 
were prohibited from being sent into England. The Irish, 
having the English market thus closed for their cattle, 
turned their attention to increasing and improving their 
breed of sheep, for the sake of the wool, which they began 
to manufacture very largely; and although here again met 
by the cruel operation of the other part of the same unjust 
law, which shut their woollen manufactures from the colo- 
nies, yet foreign exports very considerably increased. 

The framers and followers out of the cruel policy we are 
exposing, did not expect this result; and seeing it, only 
became the more determined to crush the manu&cture in 
question. This, as we have before noted and shall presently 
shew more in detail, they succeeded in doing before the end 
of the century. 

By the act 1 William and Mary, chap. 32, while the 
prohibition was continued against woollen goods from Ire- 
land, the import of the raw material from that country into 
England, which had never been interrupted, was limited to 
certain ports therein named. This limitation was by no 
means with a view to prevent or check the Irish raw wool 
from coming; for England was very glad to take it to work 
up herself; but would appear to have been designed in 
order to ensure the more easy detection of the manufactured 
article, should an attempt be made to smuggle it, under 
cover of the free import of the raw material. 

t The English possessions abroad remaining shut against our commodities. 
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In the reign of William the aggressions upon us recom- Aggrei- 
menced by the 7 and 8 Will. III. chap. 22 ; which ex- sumed. 
tended the prohibition of direct import of certain colonial 
articles into Ireland, enacted in Charles II.'s reign to all totally 
colonial articles whatsoever. In the succeeding year, 1697, *^"*- 
a bill was openly brought in, in the English parliament, to our wool- 
forbid all export from Ireland of her woollen manu&ctures. len manu- 

fscturcs 

It passed the Commons; but although favourably received crushed. 
in the Lords and much debated there, it did not pass the 
Upper House before the dissolution of the parliament, 
which occurred in the July of that year. There was very 
little redamation against this conduct from the Irish par- 
liament; partly because the attention of the latter was a 
good deal diverted and distracted by the passing of an 
English act in the previous session, which admitted Irish 
linens, hemp, and flax into England. But one other cause Details of 
prevailed. The Irish Catholics (by the in&mous breach ^^^^^^^g" 
of the treaty of Limerick, after their gallant army on the proceed- 
faith of that treaty had expatriated itself, and so rendered ^^' 
safe the violation of the treaty) were laid prostrate, but 
were still formidable. The dominant party knew that their 
only hope of securing and permanently establishing their 
ascendancy was, by ensuring the constant aid of England ; 
and to propitiate her, they had to countenance her aggres- 
sions upon the commercial interests of their country. We 
will do them the charity to say, that they did so with 
reluctance, but they did so most certainly. In 1698-9 
they not only allowed the long meditated and final blow to 
descend upon our woollen manufactures ; but at the impe- 
rious demand of England, actually gave it strength, and 
certainty themselves, by anticipating the English legisla- 
ture, and enacting (by the 10 Will. III. chap. 3,) their 
own disgrace and the commercial ruin of their country ! 

The English parliament began the matter, but as we Addresses 
have said, the so-called Irish parliament anticipated them Engikh 
in its completion. In England it commenced in June, Houses of 

P&rlisi— 

1698. On the 9th of that month, the House of Lords mcntto 
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William addressed King William, stating {English Lard's Jour' 
imX »«^ 1698, pp. 314-315.) :— 

this effect. 

That the growing manufactures of cloth in Ireland, both by 

the cheapness of all sorts of necessaries of life, and goodness of 
materials for making all manner of cloths, doth invite your sub- 
jects of England with their families and servants to settle there, 
to the increase of the woollen manufactures in Ireland ; which 
makes your loyal subjects in England very apprehensive, that 
the further growth of it may greatly prejudice the said manu* 
facture here, by which the trade of this nation, and the value of 
lands will greatly decrease, and the number of your people be 
much lessened here. 

Wherefore we humbly beseech your most sacred inajesty, 
that your majesty would be pleased, in the most public and 
effectual way that may be, to declare to all your subjects of 
Ireland, that the growth and increase of the woollen manu' 
facture there hath long beeny and will be ever looked upon 
with great jealousy y by all your subjects of this kingdom, and 
if not timely remedied, may occasion very strict laws totally 
to prohibit and suppress the same. And, on the other hand, if 
they turn their industry and skill to the settling and improving 
the linen manufactiure, for which, generally, the lands are very 
proper, they shall receive all the countenance, favour, and pro- 
tection from your royal influence for the encouragement and 
promotion of the linen manufacture, to all the advantage and 
profit they can be capable of. 

The address of the Commons was in the following 
terms: — 

Yoiur Majesty's most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Commons 
in Parliament assembled, being very sensible that the wealth 
and power of this kingdom do in a great measure depend on 
the preservation of the woollen manufacture, as much as possi- 
ble, entire to this realm, think it becomes usy like our ancestors, 
to be jealous of the increase and establishment of it elsewhete^ 
and to use our utmost endeavours to prevent it ; and, there- 
fore, we cannot without trouble observe that Ireland, which is 
dependent on, and protected by England in the enjoyment of 
all they have, (and which is so proper for the linen manufacture, 
the establishment and growth of which there, would be so en- 
riching to themselves, and so profitable to England,) should of 
late apply itself to the woollen manufacture, to the great pre* 
judice of the trade of this kingdom, and so unwillingly promote 
the linen trade, which would benefit both themselves and us ; 
the consequence whereof will necessitate your Parliament of 



THE COMMERCIAL INJUSTICES. 141 

England to interpose to prevent the mischief that threatens us, 
unless jour Majesty, hj jour authority and great wisdom, sbajl 
find means to seeure the trade of England, hj making jour 
suhjects of Ireland to pursue the joint interests of hoth king- 
doms. And we do most humblj implore jour Majestj's protec- 
tion and fayour in thia matter, that jou will make it jour rojal 
care, and enjoin all those jou emploj in Ireland, to make it 
their care, and use their utmost diligence, to hinder the ex- 
portation of wool from Ireland, except to be imported hither, 
and to discourage the woollen manufacturey and encourage 
the lixien manufactures, of Ireland, to which we shall always he 
ready to give our utmost assistance. 

King William gave the following reply to the House of 
Commons : — 

I shall do all that in me lies to discourage the woollen gjg ^n- 
manufacture in Ireland^ and to encourage the linen manu- swer. 
fixture there, and to promote the trade of England. 

In these addresses there were three false averments ; first, False 
that Ireland was more fitted for linen than for woollen J^*jf^ ^^ 
manui^ture ; second, that the latter was recently set up ; tJ^e^e ad- 
and third, that its establishment in Ireland was of great 
prejudice to English interests. 

As to the first — which is rather suggested than distinctly 
stated — ^its inconsistency with truth cannot for a moment 
be doubted, when we recollect that Ireland had the raw 
material for woollen manufacture in abundance and excel- 
len^ at home. Not so in the case of linen. Flax-seed, the 
foundation of the material, was to be imported; its culture 
here was always precarious, owing to the humidity of the 
climate. And again, wool employed more hands, and 
3rielded a greater profit to the public and to the manufac- 
turer — considerations, of course, of great importance in any 
country, but particularly so in one so unfortunately circum- 
stanced as Ireland. Anderson, in his History ol Commerce, 
vol. iiL p. 194, remarks as follows on this point : — 

It requires about 20 acres of land to breed wool for setting 
at work the same number of hands which one acre of flax would 
emploj ; and jet in the end, the woollen mauufacturer will be 
found to emploj bj far the greater number of hands, and jield 
the most profit. 



T!ie 9ceoai£ ^.-TiscauBic. uu ^je s&ei: ^nuc ^ni£ Isisk Ind 
(Hhr g g a auay afcax op ^aii^ auBrnxatirm?!. -an. be qidddy 

of ^oq^ioj nm3 :3e vTKnftnaTn, ic oe oami-koB. 

frfncftf in. 1^44. ly uipttar ij£ 'sns Hjose ^' Cobibo^ will 

zive. 'TIL CTTnuniaitSMn* -mLirnrrii. ^s& iux. *i£ icss&i woollen 

3EVQBal jgrrynrf tg aiMDces- »7t tarns TncTmnircare m acts cf 

cazk& Ll I'fdQw h wa? ouscimieil iicsiz wiiii die wool 
izBSX32hnnzrf or V-n^rtnn htfr=tfirl ni r.n& -jt ^!&e aarticles of a 
creuy c&ea Zf^^ntssszo^ cerviEi*iL CirriiLwdDL snd die mmis- 
Iec5 <!£f Lijvas XIV. Ami witi3<f7€r miBLaoKd. wliedier 
id ike Bsunr acG iix picmzDBi^ cf bcca eo uuBiif.* idadte 
to dhe sdbjiect. or in CEe£a£& cr bj bs&Sis&i wiitexs^ it is 
of 3i§ & TnarrT?fh*czz:^ :f ^o«I isc^isa. Apmand, and 



^ving ac^ciniiiCj edpL: vraiai:^ jj: b^CK- 



TLe u&ird aT^nasLi. tix. — ubai of mjory to Biiddi in- 
toests. had no &andA»>Ei izl d;ie eTisT:in,z state cf matten. 
Adam Smhh in his - Menbxr? cf Wo^i" (voL 2* p. 244,) 
states, ^ tbat tlkrcg!i the anoani wsis xEcreiiSDgr yet, that 
the Iii^h 13 169S had not vEoover^ »>n!e-diizd of the wootDoi 
trade which ther hod belofi? the war.^ Xo maiket ooidd 
be shewn &om which Ireland had exdnded Ens^land as to 
wcfdlens, or where she was even a notable compedtor. No 
proof was attempted of the ali^^tion in any one way. 
The English commissioneis of tiade did indeed (m 1698) 
report that the differenoe between wool and labour in the 
two coontries respecdvely, amounted to an advantage fi>r 
Ireland irf* one-third ; and that to reduce Irish woollens to 
an equality with British, so high as 44 per cent, might be 
laid on the fi>rmer above what was on the latter in export 
dutif^n. But in the proof of this they utterly fiuled, not- 
withi^tanding which fiiilure, such was the remorseless and 
r4xk\em selfishness of the English parliament, and the 
interested obsequiousness of what was called the Irish 



THE COMMERCIAL INJUSTICES. 143 

parliament, that crushing duties were laid on all Irish 
woollens, (except Mezes before taken off the loom,) and on 
all materials, and everythmg used in working up the 
material, even to the working utensils! 

In pursuance of his reply, King William wrote imme- KingWii- 
diately after (on the 16th July, 1698) to one of the Lords f*^'« Y' 
Justices of Ireland, Lord Galway, as follows : — " The chief Irish go- 
thing that must be prevented is, that the Irish parliament on^hT"' 
take no notice of this here, and that you make effectual subject. 
laws £>r the linen manufacture, and discourage as far as 
possible the woollen. It never was of suck importance to 
have a good session of parliament ^ (Rapin^ vol. 1 7, jo. 4 1 7 .J 

The work we have before noticed, viz. " The Commer- How'the 
cial Bestraints of Ireland Considered,*' so well describes matter 
the manner in which the affair was pushed in the Irish edin irel 
Parliament, that we shall here insert its description at ^^^' 
length (pp. 99 to 105.) :— 

The Houses of Parliament in England orig^ally intended, 
that the business should be done in the parliament of Ireland, 
by the exertion of that great and just influence which £jng 
William had acquired in that kingdom. On the first day of 
the following session,* the Lords Justices in their speech, 
mention a bill transmitted for the encouragement of the linen 
and hempen manufactures, which they recommend in the fol- 
lowing words : '^ The settlement of this manufacture will con- 
tribute much to people the country, and will be found much 
more advantageous to this kingdom than the woollen manu- 
facture, which being the settled staple trade of England, from 
whence all foreign markets are supplied, can never be en- 
couraged here for that purpose ; whereas the linen and hempen 
manu&ctures will not only be encouraged, as consistent with 
the trade of England, but will render the trade of this king- 
dom both useful and necessary to England." 

The Commons in their address,f promise their hearty en- 
deavours to establish a linen and hempen manufacture in Ire- 
land, and say that they hoped to find such a temperament in 
respect to the woollen trade here, that the same may not be 
injurious to England. They referred the consideration of that 
subject to the committee of supply, who resolved that an addi- 
tional duty be laid on old and new drapery of the manufacture 

' 27th September, 1698, vol. ii. p. 994. f Cora. Jour. vol. ii. p. 997. 



l44 APPENDIX, NO. rv. 

of this kingdom^ that shall be exported, frieies excepted^ to 
which the House agreed.']' But there were petitions presented 
against this duty, and relative to the quantity of it, and the 
committee appointed to consider of this duty were ilot, it seems, 
so expeditious in their proceedings, as the impatience of the 
times required.]: 

On the second of October, the Lords Justices made a 
quickening speech to both Houses, taking notice, that the pro- 
gress which they expected was not made in the business otthJe 
session, and used those remarkable words : " The mattera we i^ 
commended to you are so necessary, that the prosperity of lAdt< 
kingdom depends so much on the good success of this sessioiif 
that since we know his Majesty's affairs cannot permit your 
sitting yery long, we thought the greatest mark w^ could ^ffe 
of our kindness and concern for you, was to come hither, aai- 
desire you to hasteu the dispatch of the matters imder yvUr 
consideration : in which we are the more earnest, because we 
must be sensible, that if the present opportunity his MajeSl«y^« 
affection to you hath put into your ^mds be lost^i it seemt 
hardly to be recovered."§ 

On the second of January, 1699) O. S., the House -resolyed^ 
that the report from the committee of the whole House, w- 
pointed to consider of a duty to be laid on the woollen niiura- 
factures of this kingdom, should be made on the n^t di^ i 
nothing to intervene. But on that clay a message was deliTerfid : 
from the Lords Justices in the following words : " We have re- 
ceived his Majesty's commands|| to send unto you a bill, entiU^ 
an Act for laying an additional duty upon woollen maanleeiides 
exported out of this kingdom ; the passing of which, in this m^t 
sion his Majesty recommends to you, as what may be pi gi^ , 
advantage for the preservation of the trade of this kingdom*'^ . 

The bill which accompanied this messagei wto inreACtatad,' 
and a question for receiving it was carried in the •affinnaftivechj^ 
74 against 34. This bill must have been transmitted from, the 
Council of Ireland. Whilst the Commons were piN^ceefling 
with the utmost temper and moderation, were exerting' g re at ' 
firmness in restraining alV attempts to enflam'e the minda of ^ttt 
people,** and were deliberating on the most important anlnieet 
that could arisC) it was taken out of their hands ; «nd theibijl 
passed, though not without opposition,'|'f and received the royit ■ 
assent on the 29th day of January, 169B. 

By this act an additional duty was imposed^ of 4«. for everj. 



f ■ ' 



* Com. Jour. vol. ii. p. 1022. f October 24, 1696. 

fCom. Jour. vol. ii. p. 1007, 1035. § Com. Jour. p. 1032. ■ 
Com. Jour. vol. ii. p. 1062. ** Com. Jour. vol. ii. p. 1007. 

ft Com. Jour. 1104, by 105 against 41. 
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%0s. in valtte of broad-cloth exported out of Ireland, and 2s. on 
erery 20#. in value of new drapery, friezes only excepted, from 
the 25ih of March, 1699, to the 25th of March, 1702;"^ the 
only manufacture excepted, was one of which Ireland had been 
in possession before the reign of Edward III., and in which 
she bad always been distinguished.f This law has every ap- 
pearance of having been framed on the part of administration, j: 

BtU it did not satisfy the English parliament, where a per* 
petual law was madey prohibiting from the 20th of June, 
16999§ ^^ exportation from Ireland of all goods made or 
mixed with wool, except to England and Wales^ and with the 
Heense of the commissioners of the revewte: duties^ had 
been before laid on the importation into England equal to a 
prohibUianf therefore this act has operated as a total prohibit 
tian of the exportation. 

Before these laws, the Irish were under great disadvantages 
in the woollen trade, by not being allowed to export their 
woollen manufactures to the English colonies,^ or to import 
dycHitaffs directly from thence ; and the English in this respect, 
and in having those exclusive markets, possessed considerable 
advantages. 

The accounts given by Lord Oriel in his " Paper on the 
Linen Trade," and by other authorities, of the leading 
fiusts connected with this fatal measure to Ireland, tho- 
roughly correspond with what we have given. 

Lijustice ever comes back ultimately upon its authors ; 
and accordingly England herself suttered from the ungene- 
rous and cruel destruction of our woollen manufactures. 
We here agsdn quote the work from which the preceding 
extau^t is taken. 

" Mr. Dobbs, who wrote in 1729>** affirms that by this law of 
1699> our woollen manufactures were forced away into France, 
Germany, and Spain ; that they had in many branches so much 

• 10 Will. III. chap. 5. f ^d. on Com. vol. i. p. 204. 

X The Commissio&ers of Trade in England, by their representation of 
the llth October, 1698, say, (Eng. Com. Jour. xii. vol. 437,) " they con- 
ceive it not necessary to make any alteration whatsoever in this act," but 
take notice that the duties on broad cloth, of which very little is made in 
Irdand, is 20 per cent. ; but the duty on new drapery, of which much is 
made, is but 10 per cent. 

§ Eng. Stat. 10 and 11 Will. III. chap. 10, passed in 1609. 

I 12 Charles II. chap. 4, Eng. and utcrwards continued by 1 1 Geo. I. 
chap. 7, Brit. 

1 By an Eng. act, made in 1663, the same which laid the first restraint 
on the exportation of cattle. 

•* Essay on the Trade of Ireland, p. 6, 7. 
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.mpi^jv^l r^ie w.joL-isi maauiaccure of France, as not only to 
-u.Lv»" t-i-sii^aci '-ra- \jiiz ic- vie with the English in foreign mar- 
ie-*, ipA :!ia: tv- their e«)rre5pornIeni»e they had laid the foun- 
Uft^Li/u ^d -.'.I'i r'iiiii!ii^ or w.»t thiilivr, both from England and 
l:-*rraa'.. H.- -a vs. :;ia.c ib'.-s*^ iia:Lt>n» were then so improvedt as 
- i ^r;.-**; Ji'rusure :o *;:- n.y tiiriiisclves with iiianv sorts they 
• r'l.vi"'.*- '.it. I rr-.i:. E;:i:*.j.:io. iu«': since that time, have deprived 
'}rzkx.:: .» ;:..!.. .Lis .::i:v:dc :;:!:. 'Mi.' ai? that Ireland might hare 
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1'. 5 u- \ lu.v:.' "v.u-ic-'i. --1^- -"^ rriQch undersell the Eng- 
.?!:. ii: I i^ •';-.• iff -'It '- ij* -^i-.pllc'l ^::':i Iri^a wool, the loss to 
^t 1-r .^ : .- ....:.-i .ff ' ii:'.} -v.ijl: :: w.uM be if the Irish ex- 

.•"U-. . • ^- •••is :..i:\ ;.'j.c:ai"fl. Tlii* :? mentioned by Sir 

i-:..-. V Vk . ^ ■■. ' ..s ::!•■ -lu.-^ ■- : tl:e Ucr.r.e of the English, and 

• .*. ... '/■•../.-'.•■. [[r.. •nd::::'j.o:.ires : and he asserts 

: ... -,r .;• ?.: .^'.i.: ."t • . r.- ".'.d: :ri le :i: •:: their hands. £ng- 
JL-.... «.. .r .: .*:.?>•. sj : ".:.s .d v. *...i5 z ' niucL less of OUT wool 

. ! .- - ■•: ■ ^ 'Iw ..::• :•:: r rur wriol to England, 

. \j ' . -, . -: :.-. •: J. iii-r'liirj. of ei^ht years, to 

....... . ",>. . V...- . :. -.:" .TJ ^:. ::e. which is 148,000 

:.-. 7T :!ia:- ii.: a million yearly 

•.•<. -.'.:- v-j.r.:':y exported lias 

N» • *; c'>-' '• —'•■:"'•". -••.'.: ■: *-•? f thrs^ yearsj it anionnted 

,::\ . •!' *.. .t», '. . o- J-. . ::i zzi ios" vciir ^d not exceed 

v'v* V,. . ;,. . i .-.; 1 ,i -.r.v-: .: "^ -Mk wr.Ccr aa aa:&olute prohi- 

^ ^ . „ i • :• : *. 't.- :/.t :..irkf: rrloe of Europe, 

I u- i'/:»i ;.v.i... '•• '£ .-?•:!-. ^ :Jif r^mioions practice 

'» -..ii. :; ^»^v. ^ «. % >». . -a icrr?::-:!- Of the thirty-two 

•. . i.-: :..jri:!Lii. ani the rest are 
• ..-> :'/.-.: r--.- :t :'.f:TiseIves into the 

mm 

M".. . : ^..v ' • .\'. ■ :* '.-.«■. <v. 'I A r-.;n^ of coasts, such 

. •.» % .. ^ \'- >, .«.. : .Tf'f'v? ":•£ cnWtually guarded? 

'. M* '.» .1 ».. •.» .'- ..:j c\.'. .•; :: ..-: .\t::le forced the Irish 
•.»» • \* * v^ .»'< >" • - : .-. :'^.c!r w.. 'I;:. :::,i:.u.:dcture; and the 
«*•%.»« * .". "'v' >* v'.\- " ^^u -".:.: .irf -^i? .'. ftr:::;; temptation to 
• '»o •; •'•» •.: **••.»' I**".' fz-fr^-j-: 7^-r..-."::tS w^rTO enacted; the 
N» it s.\ '.\.;«.^»«.iirv. t."c c^cr-.- i:-:-.% .-v.itlic House of Commons 
%M l'0"t!».', v'\/»v^\. ,1^ '.vs^/c-.t ;.:."•?:* ::• Trmove this growing 
, *.' S. » * :• . .',.:•.•..".". -^.i* ■.•■..•..ii ::: Great Britain^ i»i 

IV V . . '.. ; V . . V\ .V\ :.V. 'P.r*:^ r. 70. ;inl774. 

^\ .% I* 'x J". . . • •'. • r-. -•' .\v- r:;»::.n cf varn. The 
,..!.»! . .% sx-x. •. i '...'* \-t--,-: rr.M'. I7>t to l**o, aremen- 

V ' ^ N \:.v- > ■ \* A ■' •' ■ .Vv4. '■ T X'' :r-v way to prevent 

., V. . ■ . „ • ■ i . --r CV«$. 

^ t •< , u ,, .;.* o " V v- •.' ■ ;*.• -v ••■"'v': r.tiv.TiifAoiure in England. 



\ .. . ■ V 



»» »v^ * ^ • 



THE COMM^CIAL INJUSTICES. 147 

1739^ to take off the duties from woqllen or bay yarn exported 
from Jrqlai^d, excepting worsted yarn of two or more threads, 
wliich has certainly given a considerable check to the running 
of wooly and has shewn that the policy of opening is far more 
efficacious than that of restraining. The world is become a 
great commercial society — exclude trade from one channel, and 
it seldom fails to find another. 

To these sensible remarks, we add those of Anderson, as 
little a friend to Irish commercial interests as any of his 
countrymcp. 

Concerning these laws, (viz, the restrictions on Irish cattle 
and Irish woollens,) many think them hurtful ; and that it 
would be "^iser to suffer the Irish to be employed in breeding 
aqd. fattening their black cattle for us, than to turn their lifuds 
into sheep-walks, as at present ; in consequence of which, in 
spite of aU our laws, they supply foreign nations with their 
woplm — (Anderson, vol, 2, p, 645.) 

The Irish part of the arrangement of 1688-9 being ipj^g y^gn 
carried out by those who were acting as representatives of manufac- 
Ireland, it is to be seen how the EngUsh did their part, equivalent 
And first it is to be here remarked, that nothino: can be t^^ *^® , 

, ° , loss of the 

more unfounded than a notion very prevalent with Englisl^ woollen. 
wiiteFS, and adopted by some Irish, to the effect, tha^t the 
Unen manufacture was left us as an equivalent for the 
tddng away of that of woollens. In the first place, why 
^ould a country be restricted from any manufiicture, ifl 
wbudi its inhabitants might consider they could profitably 
embark? In the next place a manufacture that co-existed 
■pith another, can scarcely be considered a proper and real 
^uivalent fo^ the destruction of that other. If a robber 
dqpriye his victim of a portion of the contents of his purse, 
and leave him the remainder, that remainder would not be 
considered by the victim, or by any body else, as an 
equivalent for what was taken away. It is true, the linen 
manu&cture had not gone so far as the woollen, but that 
very circumstance ought to have been an additional reason 
not to confine Ireland to it alone. 
Desirous, when practicable, to quote from documents of 

l2 
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Co-exist- the present day, particularly from such as have received 
both. the parliamentary stamp of acceptance, we insert the fol- 
lowing, taken indifferently from the reports of Messni. 
Otway and Muggeridge, assistant commissioners* 

Report In a carious little poem written in the reign of Henry Yli^ 

]J* ^' ahout the year 1430, by Haklayt, in the enumeration of tht 
idffe ^Q commodities of every country, he mentions the lineti^loti^ of 

Ireland. 

Hand- ^^ 1533, the act 24 Henry VIII. chap. 4, required ^eveirj 

loom en- person occupying 60 acres of tilled land to sow a quarter iif aAi 

quiry. acre yearly in flax or hemp, for the purpose of 'protecting and 

encouraging the linen manufacture by an adequate supply of the 

raw material." 

Report of ^^^ linen-trade was enumerated as one of the principal 

C. G. Ot- hranches of Irish manufacture, in the thirty-third cSF Henry 

way, Esq. VIII. 1642. . . , . . In an act of the thirteenth year of Elisgr 

beth's reign, it was recited, that Irishmen had been exportef^ pf 

linen for more than 100 years Lord Strafford adcj^ted 

extensive measures to encourage the linen manufacture. He 
sent to Holland for flax-seed, and to the Netherlands for compis* 
tent workmen. To animate others, he embarked in the busin^f^ 
£30,000 of his private fortune. (N. B. This ** private Jbrtune^ 
mainly consisted of his lion's share of the plunder of IrehmcQ 
But the troubles that then broke out, put a stop to the e^Mer^ 
prize. The Duke of Ormond, Charles the Second's lieutenaat, 
sought to revive it, and procured several acts for its encpi;irfcg;e« 
meut, and for inviting Protestant strangers to settle in, the 
kingdom. He sent Irishmen to be instructed in the details df 
the linen manufacture in Flanders, and brought overiSOQ'PnU 
bant families, expert in the business, and also operatives finiji 

Rochelle, the Isle of Rhe, Jersey, &c., &c His e?W[>p|f 

was followed by many others, and Lord Dungannon, in Ubteiff 
gave encouragement with great success to the Scotch settleih}. 

liaurence, in his work, entitled ^Hhe Interest' iif 

Ireland," published in 1682, says, <<My opinion is, that thei^JV 
not a greater quantity of linen produced in the like eirei^it 
in Europe," &c., &c. 

The linen manufacture, then, having coexisted with th^ 
woollen, could not properly be an equivalent for the lal^tei^ 
and above all, when, as we have before remarked, it wsuB,fa 
more difficulty costly, and uncertain manufacture; and ulna 
one yielding much less employment. . li/ 

But such as it was, did England do her part towards 
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lie so-called International agreement of 1688-9? She l>WEng. 
was to encourage odr linens, and the declaration of her her pro- 
Houses of Parliament to that effect In 1698, were taken as ?^ ^^ 

, ^ favour our 

decisive assurances of her determination to follow out the Hnen 
poUcy indicate in an act of 1696, the 7 & 8 WiU. III. *'^^^- 
ehap^ 39, which recited ^^ that great sums of money were 
yeairfy exported out of England for the purchasing of hemp, 
flax, and linen, and the productions thereof," wliich might 
l)fd prevfented by being supplied from Ireland ; and therefore 
natives of England and Ireland were to be allowed to ^4m- 
pori iiitb England, free of all duties, hemp, flax, linen, and 
all:jtbe productions thereof," 

. .No ftrther encouragemi^nt, however, was given in this No stej)*, 
i^espect until the year 1705, when the act 3 & 4 Anne, g^earifr 
chap. 8, passed^ allowing us to export our white and brown 
j^ens to the.colonies — a thing which, before the 15 Chas.II* 
(kff. 7y we could do with all our commodities, and which 
proved niigatory as to benefit now, inasmuch as the re- 
s^i'aiiit |Op our imports from those colonies prevented inter- 
ijbiaiicige|.,and thioreby most seriously crippled the trade that 
ocherwiBe might have taken place. 

/This restraint on our imports from the colonies had, as 
l^e bav^ seep, originated in 1670, by the 22 &23 Chas. IL 
ish^)* 126, ajad applied to a number of valuable commodities. 
But it» scope was enlarged, and made to include all com* 
tiSidiiJ^ by an act in 1696, the 7 & 8 Will. III. chap. 22. 
It ,fl£) tru9 these acts allowed us to get colonial commor 
ditied- still, but not unless first unloaded and then taken on 
board again in an English port, and carried in an English 



Any encouragement really given by England to our And then 
linen' mafnufiicture, was directly with a view to her own ^^^^^ 
beiiefit — of oubs she was little regardfal. A duty was in- view to 
d^ placed upon foreign linen, but it was allowed to be i,^ter^t! 
di^wn back again on exportation from England, and the 
drawback was found in practice to operate as a premium 
^pon GeHnan and Btissian linens. The bounties given 
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later on the export of Irish linens fit)m England, were cc»- 

fined to those of 1^. Sd. per yard, and if stampedy they 

ibrfeited the bounty, although allowed to Grerman stamped 

linens. The retailing and stamping of our linens in Eng^ 

land gave great employment there: and the bounty on 

Irish export to England was in fact an advantage to the 

British merchant, as he srot into his o^-n hands the business 

of the re-exportation to foreign coimtries, to which Ireland 

ceased to export direct. 

Some T»- So little was England really disposed to keep her Jttb- 

yJJ™^^^^ inisi\ that our linens painted, striped, chequered, printed, 

our liDens stained, or dvod. were praoticallv excluded bv her so eariy 

frnmKng- 83 1711. by the act 10 ^Vnne, chap. 19, which was directed 

^**» against all such linens made in foreign parts, and was, by a 

strained construction, made to apply to Ireland. 
as before '^^'^ Striped, chcquered. ic. linens of the latter couBtry 
fromcolo- were thus shut out (we have used the word ^practicalfy^ 
pUnu- hi the preceding paragraph, as the import duties of 30 per 
tioM. cent; imposed by the 10th of Anne, and confirmed by the 
11 & 12 Anne, chap. 9, amounted, in practice and eflfeet^ 
to an exclusion) from England : and, by the Navj^tion 
Actj 15 Car. II. chap. 7, had l>efore been excluded from 
America and the British West Indies, into which lattifr 
thev were not admitted until 1777-8, when the British 
act 18 Geo. III. chap. bb. ]rmssed, allowing them to go 
there, but without the advantage of the bounty on export^ 
given to similar goods &om England to all parts of the 
world, br an act dated eicfht vears earlier. The admiaridih 
then allowed was of little practical value, as the restito- 
tions on direct import from the colonies still existed as to 
many important articles, and of course rendered the colo- 
nists very indifferent as to commerce with us. 
AdTso. ^^ g®* indeed, ncminally^ equal bounties on export to 

tagetothe foreijm countries of her white and brown linens, by the 

white and ^ ^ J 

tirown 15 Geo. II. chap. 29, but the benefit was infinitely less to 
ILuf "** *^^° *^ England, as we could only get that bounty by 
ouK. exporting flroin m Evglish ik)^, and the expehsc of fix^]gbt» 
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mAtunmce^ eommissioB, &c., in this first transit of our 
linens was computed to deduct 4, and sometimes even 5 or 
fi per cent, fiiom the 12 per cent, amoimt of the premium, 
whereas the English manufacturer, having oomparatively 
no prdxtninary charges, was not subject to deductions. 
■ We are by no means done with the exposure of the de- Our mar- 
lusion rcspeeting English encouragement of our linen-trade, command 
While Engiahd took away her own market, and that ^^^ ®7ery 
of every part of the globe in which she held power, fi*om imen she 
oar chiequeiied, &c., linens, she endeavoured to deprive ^^?f®*^^ 
them even of our own home market. This she in A ture. 
great degree accomplished, o^ving to the inefficiency of the 
duty on her' chequered, striped, &c., linens coming into 
Itdand. It was no more than 10 pear cent, ad valorem^ 
and the linen not valued. The power which she had imtil 
1782, of controlling our legislation, by the necessity we 
wfere under of submitting all projects of law for the ap- 
i^froitsl bf the English privy-council, before discussion in 
the Irish parliament, of course enabled her to prevent all 
attempts at even making the existing duty effectual. 

But England had the benefit of a bounty in addition, 
Mid itis effects were not only to increase the advantage of 
Ettglish linens of the above kind over those of Ireland, 
ftttt ' by raising the price of yarn, to inflict a heavy dis- 
tbutBgement on all species of Irish linens. A committee 
of the Irish Commons rq^ortcd in 1771, "on the linen 
manufactures of Ireland, and her title to encouragement 
thewof," and we take the following from one of the papers 
toid before them by the Trustees of the Linen Manufac- 
ture: — 

Cheques and striped linens, such as are exported, are 
generally made of yarn, about 10c?. or lie?, value in the pound, 
gteat part of which is imported into Britain from Ireland ; and 
as lib. of yarn will, on a medium, make upwards of three yards 
of those cheques or striped goods, a bounty of \d, per yard is 
9, premiuni of upwards of l^o?. on the pound of yarn, in favour 
of the manufacturer in Britain over the manufaclurer in Ire- 
land, from which bounty the Irish cheques striped) or printed 



152 APPENUIX, SOi IV. 

linenH, &e., arc totully exclu'led, their importatioa into Britain 
being prohibited. 

Meantime Kiigland had before secured liermarket foi^ 
lior other linous. This was done by the 3 Greo, I. chap. 21) 
|Hi^Hc<l in 17H), whereby the act of the 3 & 4 Anne^ allow- 
iiig export of onr linens to the colonies, was enacted to lie 
(H>ntinu(Ml " so long as the merchants and others of Great 
liritahi shall be ]>rmiitted to import into Ireland, freeitf 
all dfitirs^ fchite and brown linen-clothJ'* 

llitHtvU i»f 'l''^"»'* **<^ fi*^' ^* ^^c have gone, we have seen that B^- 

h«»r |»r<». \ix\\\\ iu>t onlv deprived us of the manufacture most sidt^ 

to Ui^ vix.« the win>llcn, and made us confine ourselres^'to 

tho moi\^ oxiK'nsiTo and precarious manufacture of line^, 

h\%\ !*ho virturtlly broke her jiromise of i)eculiar encotdn^ 

uu'ut (o (hnt« by not {>a;?sing one law in its fiivonr that' she 

did not jjivo tho InMirfit of, in more ample measiire, to^her- 

•oir, rtud bv kxvping the Irish market open for her cRWi 

UnoUA, whUt* sbo oripploil and restricted the eritiy of th^ 

of l^vbiid bito hor market, ' ■■" 

SluMbd vol mow than this to l»enefit her ot^n intlMt 

^U.aim.% iu tbi* ln>moh» at tho oxpen^o of Ireland. Byanilietof 

hi..\ivi luNvd tho imjHvif i\|* scail-oloxh made of Irisk hetnp. "3%e 
o\M\a\s|uv\uv t\* u:» \v«* thk: that whereas in 1790 '^e 
\ \^^»H\^l u>\uv v^U-Alv>th tl»xi wo imported, mattery so 
\vb4U>!i^Ht% (^Mt 1»^ US 4 uv ^ow oxj¥)rting none, aDdim- 
p\uU^l iSiMHH* \ai\ls^ A:;.I K^r ;«<^ vend years after,. £i)iig- 
laiut borin It' x\*^)H\l no lvno*tt ttvHw this wanton injiay to 
lUs M(t (bo inulo tbik^ Wt to the IrWIk foil into the Jmids 
of ibo !\u>ixij»Ms lKnuAu?s and l>ucoh,t not^vithstandliig 
ibivo 4U' lour a%^c* oiuvum^tiu; tin* numuHictiune in England 

Av>iiiu U^t by any {xxsssibility Irvland should reap 



■t ' 



• rUun' 4 vf i}a« m^'i UJL'f^^r^ to tl^ i>\*«;\ tlttt portion <rf the 
|>iu«aUu« ii\ Atniior «cin ^^a cxm^m K*f hUii «xx4. whidi M pravwolr 
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muQlii benefit fJx>ia the act of 1742| (delusive as it was to Further 

r6stnc- 

a great extent,) which gave bounties on the export of Irishi tion on 
90 r well .^ English linens, exp<»rted from England, an act t^^^j^"®" 
cC:the year 1.756, the 29 Geo. IL chap. 15, provided, that 
x^- Irish linen so. expo^rted. should be entitled to the bounty, 
if itrwere the prpperty of a resident in Ireland ! 
^. But it was not alone her own linen trade which England ^ncou- 
i^oowaged^ and gave advantages to, beyond what she did of Scotch 
to redeem her engagement of fostering that of Ireland* "^^^' 
ThQ Scotch were also brought into the field, to compete 
fwiih^ the. Irish in that trade* This was immediately a 
aeoessilif of the. times after the union with Scotland, when 
i|ti:vri^' important to do all that coidd be done, to calm down 
ihfi^'jffritation in that.country, produced by the carrying of 
tjiat-^ineasuxe., 

•M<AocordiDgly a portion of the sum given to Scotland, 

upde^r.^e terms of the Act of Union, as an ^^ equivalent'' 

J^ hw. a^ssumixig joint fiscal responsibility with England, 

was specially allocated for the encouragement of her manu^ 

;&ctu]ies» including her linen.* 

>.> fJ^peciaL legislation for the same pui^se followed, parti* 

/C[idai:ly l^y the Act 13 Geo. I. chap. 26 ; and from thence- 

■,j^fwar4 every advantage which England gave her own 

Jljbeii mid hempen manufiictures, she gave equally to those 

,^'rnu8 fffant, giTeii under the act of Scotch Union, and confirmed and 

sttxiAnaed oy the 13 Oto. L chap. 30, was of the amount of £2000 — a Tery 

. Ivge sunk at that tune to so exceedingly poor a country as Scotknd. It 

"■'Mn to blef tih annuity redeemable at any time by the English parliament, 

. ^tmtq»pmM9f ^W/XK). What occurred ? The " Board of Commissioners 

. ibt encouragement of Scottish Manufactures/' which was created for the 

''lBMiiiiig«(^iit'nf this fund, **did not b^rin operations till 17i37; by which 

..dmli. 0.^^ jears from the Union) £40,000 had accumulated, on which, 

7 sifter termination of the series of years, Government have, ever since, paid 

' " !£tt9Q a year as tnMreaf/' The words in inyerted commas are firom a letter 

written in February, 1841, by Sir Thomas Dick Lauder, " Secretaiy to 

the Royal Board of Manufactures, Edinburgh." addressed to *' J. R. Mal- 

Je(, Xfliqi Capel-atreet, Dublin," and published, it is to be supposed with 

the consent of both gentlemen, in the Dublin papers of the above month. 

One thing seems to be omitted in Sir T. Lauder's statement, viz. — that the 

"series of years" which he speaks of, was only determinable on the pay- 

■'-mMit of £40,000. Now as he stateti that this series did terminate, it fol- 

'Mb, that ao( only have the Scotch manufacturers had the benefit of Uie 

' inbinl '£9000 for. 116 years ; but that while yet in their infancy, they got 

in E lump sum, £464)d0.: (See sectkm 14 of the Act 13 Geo. I. chap. 30.) 



^ 
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of Scotland ; and therefore of course placed thoee of the 
lattfer in the same position of advantage as her own, over 
the similar manufactures of Ireland. Nay, in 1753, she 
gave the Scotch an advantage to some degree over herdelf, 
by the act 26 Geo. II. chap. 20, which withdrew the ex- 
port bounty on English and Irish coarse linens, tod enacted 
that £3000 a year for nine years should be given as 
bounty upon that export from Scotland. 

Our complaint is not against the abstract feet of Scot- 
plaiut not land's being brought into the field as a coinJ>etitor iviih 
against fa- ^g^ jf ^ sMch falsc vicw of political economy, or social jiia- 
Scotland, ticc, is taken in Ireland, as tliat either of the other jk)rtioii8 
against ^^ ^^^ empire should bej or should havte been, debarred 
oppres- from seeking then- national prosperity, by all the meians 
* placed at their disposal by the bounteous providence of 
heaven. Our proper and real gi^ound of complaint is^ that 
we should have been deprived of one manufactutie, while 
the other portions of the empire were left at libeHy tb 
pursue it, as well as all other branches of industry, 
Circum- Mr. Assistant Commissioner Otway, in his rej)ort t6 
thatfaci- *1^^ hand-loom weavers' commission, (part lii. February, 
litatcd the 1840,) has iascribcd to its true cause, the rapidity with 
fiion of whicli, before the mere breath of the legislature, Iriflh 
fa"Jt^in" iBtanufactures, though long established, and apparently 
industry, vigorous in growth, declined and disappeared. His re- 
marks on tills subject well merit perusal, and therefore 
wc insert them at length, although that length is consi- 
derable for our limits, and that we do not altogether con- 
cur in one or two of the positions laid down by him : — 

One great and fatal error in the system of colonization to 
which I have adverted Was, that it became a fixed principle of 
policy to exclude the native Irish from the benefits of all the 
improved arts introduced by the new settlers. It had been 
found, that the Anglo-Norman lords who had obtained estates 
from the Plantagenets, became, in the course of time, alienated 
from English allegiance and usages ; to use the phrase 6f the 
day, they were ^^llibernis ipsis Ilihcrniores'' To prevent 
such a result from the new settlement was perversity regarded 
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as an object of greater importance than the settlement itself ; 
it was said to be essentially necessary " to preserve and main- 
tain an Englisb interest in Ireland."' But for the unhappy 
^fference of religion betv^een the settlers and the natives, this 
exclnsiye systetn would not have been long maintained ; the 
Irish and the English would gradually have amalgamated, like 
this Normans and the Saxons ; but the distinction of religion 
gavie strength and permanence to the distinction of race, and 
rendered the line of demarcation scarcely less broad than if it 
had beeti perpetuated by difference of colour and physical or- 
gjuiization. 

The hand-loom weavers, the wool-combers, the clothiers, the 
dyers, the white-sitiiths, and even the mariners, in the South of 
Ireland, were so exclusively Protestant, that they would not 
allow i4 Roman Catholic apprentice to bo received in any of 
ih^ir trades. The only brAnch of manufactures permitted to 
" thfe mere Irish" was that of brogues or common shoes ; and 
evien this trade was not pennitted to be carried on within the 
{Irecincfs of "\valled towns. Hence, these manufactures were, 
and contiiiued to be, exotics ; they stntck no root in the soil. 

The early settlers were long a flourishing and numerous 
body. In 1689> William and Mary were proclaimed in several 
snuul towns in Miinster ; and the Protestant artizans raised a 
respectable army to resist James. At an earlier period the 
desertion of the royal cause by the Munster Protestants, under 
Lolrd Broghill and Inchiquin, was the principal cause of the 
easy conquest by CroiiiwcU. It may be added, that James 11., 
th his letters, ascribes his failures in Ireland to the fact that 
thb Protestants dloiic understood the art of making and miend- 
iiig g^n-locks, and that in consequence ho never was able to 
keep his partisans supjJlied with serviceable arms. 

Diiribg the reigns of William and Anne this exclusion of 
the Irish froib all manufactures was rigorously continued ; but 
to compensate for this, great encouragement was given to the 
imihigration of foreign JProtestants, especially tho Huguenots, 
who had fled from France on the revocation of the edict of 
Nantes. The bigotry of Louis the XIV. upset the magnificent 
schemes of his minister, Colbert, by the expulsion of his Hu- 
guenot subjects; and numbers of these men brought their 
arts, their industry, their capital, and their faith into Ireland 
-^they establiished several branches of trade in various parts 
of the couillry — thiB woollen manufacture in the South — linens 
and cambrics in the Counties of Down and Armagh, and the 
silk manufacture in Dublin. In support of these refugees, 
arid the arts they carried with them, the Irish landed proprie- 
tors wero very active-^a subscription was raised, as appears 
frtiil Prittiktc Boulter's letters, for establishing the cambric 
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ma&ufactu^e in the town of Dundalk, amouting to eCdO^OOC^ 
and a Monsieur De Joncourt was appointed to collect Frendli 
operatives, and conduct the establishment. But the Huguenots 
adopted the baneful system of exclusion, and exerted themselves 
to prevent the Irish from learning their arts or profitii^ hj 
their industry. The Duke of Ormond, following the examplie 
of the Earl of Cork, also prohibited the instruction of Roman 
Catholic apprentices, as did the principal landholders^ who en- 
couraged foreigners to settle on their estates. 

Now this exclusive system at once destroyed the basis of all 
manufacturing prosperity — ^the home market. The fabrics intro- 
duced by the English and French settlers were of a superior 
quality, for which the native Irish could only gradually acquire 
a want, as they were raised in the scale of civilization. Bdt 
instead of thus raising them, the foreign manufacturers, aided 
by the legislature^ employed every possible means to depress 
them, and thus blindly drove from their market a whole nation 
of customers, and confined them to the use of the rude and 
cheap fabrics which were woven amongst themselvesi The 
manufacturers were thus forced to rely on their foreign tr^e ; 
but here they came into competition with the English merchants^ 
and aroused the spirit of commercial jealousy. , 

The act of William, prohibiting the export of Irish Wobl 
and woollens, destroyed the Irish woollen manufactures, siinpiy 
because they depended almost solely on foreign sale for their 
support. There was no independent peasantry, or respectable 
wealthy and middle class, for them to supply. 

The Irish legislature saw this decline of manuftuctures, biit 
could not discover a remedy ; it attempted to supply the wadt 
of a home market by bounties, duties, and premiums. TheseJ 
of course, aggravated the evil. The manufacturers looked to tto 
premiums and the parliament, instead of their own industry ttod 
the market, and expected that customers could be created by 'A 
statute. The manufactures in most places sunk by the sure pro- 
cess of gradual decay. Even where they maintained a lingering 
existence, the fabrics they produced became greatly deteriorated 
in quality. *' 

It may be asked why the manufactures of the North did wot' 
share the same fate of those of the South ; but the question is 
easily solved by a glance at the state of the population in the prciM 
vince of Ulster. The settlement in Ulster was more complete 
and extensive than that in any other part of Ireland. The na^ 
tives had been either wholly exterminated or driven into moun- 
tainous and remote districts. The landlords and tenants in the 
manufacturing districts of the North thus belong to one elasef, 
they did not regard each other as hereditary enemies ; there 
was no l^Acy of oppression on one side, and revenge on the 



THE COMMERCIAL INJUSTICES. 15T 

pdier* The Ulster tenant felt (and feels) he had a property in 
)ii9 farm — something on the earth he could call his own ; and 
jthe fruits of his industry would he allowed to accumulate into a 
apoall capital, and in point of fact, such an accumulation did take 
place; for the greater part of the capital in the linen manufac- 
tures of Ulster, was derived from the savings of agricultural in* 
^uistryy and hence arose the numerous class who were each at the 
js^me time a farmer, a weaver, and a linen-dealer (jobher). In 
the south of Ireland the title to property was unsettled ; for 
morb thai^ a century confiscation and re-confiscation followed 
each othfiry until the Acts of Settlement and Explanation secured 
the followers of Cromwell in their estates ; there was no com-: 
munity of feeling or interest between the proprietor and the oc- 
cupants brought about by these acts. The great object was to 
establish an English interest in Ireland ; and to accomplish this 
hereditary policy, the two last Stuarts, while they patronised 
Roman Catholics in their own courts, rigorously maintained the 
new Protestant proprietary in the South of Ireland. It was not 
natil James the 2nd was driven from England, that he would 
allow even of an enquiry into the Act of Settlement, and it is 
doubMvl whether he would have consented, even in Dublin, to 
its repeal, if a large portion of the re^confiscations had not re- 
verted to the crown. The repeal of the Irish Act of Settlement, 
by the parliament of James the 2nd, gave the Protestant pro* 
prietora a fright from which they have not perfectly recovered 
air^ tothis day : since that time they have been persuaded that 
every change of policy^ or isolated disturbance, threatens their 
titles; they deem that they only garrison their estates, and 
therefore they look upon the native occupants (I cannot call them 
tenaiits) a& persons ready to eject them upon a favourable oppor- 
tunity. Hence, the Munster landlord was afraid to give the 
persons who occupied his ground a permanent hold upon the 
land* or a beneficial interest in its occupancy. 
.. The old struggle of title, in natural course, produced the 
saw contest of tenure ; and Captain Rock and Lady Clare were 
as legitimately descended from the Catholic lords of the pale, 
as Jack Straw and Wat Tyler were from the Saxon thanes, who 
fought at Hastings. There iB, and, until the relations between 
landlord and occupant are altered, there can he no accumula* 
tiofh of savings in the South of Ireland from agricultural in-^ 
d(USitry — and hence there was not and can be no spontaneous 
growth of manufactures from small capitals. 

Another reason for the greater prosperity of the linen manu** 
ftcture in the North of Ireland is, that in Ulster a moderate 
laodus was established for the tithe of the flax ; but all efforts 
tpliav^ the same modus extended to the rest of Ireland were 
defeated by the pertinacious opposition of the ecclesiastical au«« 
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thorities* Without at aU entering op thq general qftestioaof 
tithe, or the policy of taxing the raw materials of industry*, it if 
enough to state that the impost on flax proved to be so heavj, 
that the fanners found it to be an unprofitable crop, and it was 
never cultivated, except in very small patches, in the South of 
Ireland. 

In the present day the principal impediments to thf» groivt]^ 
of manufacturing industry arise from the want of a comfortable 
middle class, and the condition of the agricultural popul^ion. 

Injury to In all this mass of rational remark, and deaislieaded 

oAruth^ tracing out of cause and effect, it is singular that there 

from the should be onlv one sentence given to those active efforts 

reports to of English commercial jealousy, the £ic;ile ^nd BUCcesfifiU 

the Lnpe- operation of which he so well attributes, in the Toaan^ to 

liament. the narrow basis to which sectarian big^otry restricted our 

manufactures. The reason of his avoidance of this topdc, 

must simply have been, because Ids report was to be.pi!(^ 

sented to an English parliament. Ever since the Umon^ 

this circmnstance has exercised an influence most injit- 

nous to the interests of Ireland, and of truth oad justicei 

over the reports of committees and conmaissioiiera of 

enquiry, into matters affecting the international relatkma 

between the two countries. Mr. Otway-s report is pije 

of the very few honorjtble exceptions, in which th^ infli|« 

ence has not been allowed to extend as far as the suffffesHo 

falsi, however partly chargeable witl^ the omissio veri. 

The unavoidable length to whicli we have a^pef|4y gou$ 

necessitates as brief a handling as possible, of the remain* 

der of our subject. 

England's ^^^ Commercial jealousy of England was consistent 

jealousy throuffhout. We haye seen that our woollen fi^ooda were 

consist' 

ent. practically excluded from her ports, while she had the 

command of ours. Nay she had been able to obtain from 
the Irish parliament in 1662, before the first fervour of 

Exercised its interested loyalty after the restoration of Charles H. 

against \^ subsided, the prohibition by the Irish Act 14 and 15 

our wool- •*• , "^ 

lens. Ghas. II. chap. 8, of foreign woollen goods in Irish ports ; 

a concession in her favour that her conduct two years 
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-fidmre, in shutting her ports to our woollens, very little 
deserved. But the same miserable spirit actuated that 
liflrlianaent as prevailed in that of King William — ^namely, 
that of rinakii]^ any sacrifice of national interests to obtain 
security for their own particular interests ; so many of its 
ibembers being persons who had acquired their properties 
by icapine and . inurder in the time of Cromwell's blood- 
stained rule over Ireland. 

.•'We have also seen how scarcely even colourable the Against 
promise io encourage our linen manufacture was proved °"' ^"^"^ 
tO:*fae« ' The historian Barlow well denominates it as 
" moonshine," and Hays that " England departed from the 
letter -and the spirit of that compact" — (vol. i. chap. 10.) 

By ihe Acts 15 Chas. II. chap. 5; 3 and 4 Anne, Cottonr. 
chap. 4 ; 4 and 5 William and Mary, chap. 5, Irish cotton 
matLU&ctures were subjected to 25 per cent, on import 
ittto England ; and lest this enormous charge should not 
be enough to exclude them, the Act 7 Geo. !• chap. 7, 
enacted p^ialties on the wearing of any such manufactures 
in Gbeat Britain, unless there made. On the other hand, 
British cottons went into Ireland in immense quantities at 
only iO per cent, 
i Irish beer and malt were excluded from England, and 

B661* And 

her beer and malt sent into Ireland at almost a nominal malt. 
duty. The 9th Anne, chap. 12, prohibited us from im- 
porting hops from any other place biit Great Britain, 
styling such importation " a public and common nuisance." hops?'^ 
So determined were the English parliament that we should 
not ^otherwise be supplied in this particular, that when the 
prohibition qf direct importation from the colonies and 
plaatations of colonial goods was first relaxed, (which it 
WW by the 4th Geo. II. chap. 16, passed in 1805, and 
declared to be so passed,) not on account of the hardship 
of the previous restrictions to us, but of " ffreat prejudice 
to the tn^de and navigation of Great Britain and the 
9aid epfonie^" a statute was specially p^sed the year 
aftevwards, (viz.^ the 5th Geo* II. ch^. 2,) declaring that 
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the trifling relaxation enacted by the beforc-mentioiied' 
act should not be construed to aUow hops into Irdand 
fi'om those quarters, and four years afterwards the 7th 
Geo. II. chap. 19, further enforced and strengthened the 
restrictions. 

This injustice will appear gross, and yet it is not all 
stated. Not only wei-e we prevented suppljdng onraelveB 
with hops elsewhere than from England, but the duty on 
their export from thence was not allowed to be drawn back 
in favour of the Irish consumer, and the money thus mo8t 
unfairly wrung from him, was appropriated to the payment 
of an English debt 1 
ExDort of ^^^ exclusion of our cattle, by the act of 1663, has been 
Cattle. mentioned before. It had not, indeed, excluded them in 
words, but the high duties then enacted, operated as a 
prohibition, and, with the additional precaution that marked 
the carrying ouf of all these injustices, another act was 
l^aased shortly after, (the 18th Chas II. chap. 2,) spedally, 
and in terms, prohibiting our cattle, and declaring that 
their import into Eng^land was <^a public and common 
nuisance !" 

We have before given an extract from Anderson, vol. 
xi. p. 645, describing these laws as unwise, and now 
quote him again. 

Ireland is really a mine of treasure to Great Britain, and U- ^ 
so perhaps in a much greater degree than our American plan- ^ 
tations ; since so much of what is gained in Ireland, centres at 
length in Britain. Every severe step taken by us with regaiU ' 
to Ireland, has been advantageous to our foreign rivals. It if 
now clearly seen that the prohibition of live cattle from Ireland^ . 
in order to raise the price of our lands, was not well-judged* 
Even the restrictive laws on the woollen manufactures of Ireland 
forced the Irish workmen to settle in France ; and thereby 
laid the foundation for the great woollen manufactures of that 
kingdom. 

It is instructive to observe, in these and other extracts 
we have given, the quiet way in which every thing is 
argued for, and on accoimt of, English interests ; those of 
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jDbdfQwl being totally left out of the question. This of 
otHinie is natoral ; but iaalso rery significant. 

.:Th6 Eng^ifh pariiam^it excluded our cattle, but it was 
tibe wish of the English people to have them ; and accord- 
ingly ** they set about defeating the intentions of the legich 
ladb^re*'' This is- proved by the confessions in the angry 
papeHlphks of. eru/eoessive acts passed to enforce those of 
1^3^ imd 1.666. At length the legislature had to give way 
un^r thia .pressure ; and Irish cattle, and the provisions, 
^^^jaaaaiifeetm:^ from them, (which also had been exclu- 
d^iJ^/Ap «iet of 1680») were, in the reign of George the 
2nd, admitted again into England; at .first temporarily, 
hffit,iib^:$ict^ opening the-^ ports to them w^re continually 
apfl /^ap^iT ;renQwed. . 

:.Qi9.tf».gl493^ gunpowder, coals,^ bar-iron, iron-ware, and Other 
fl^Vi^p^ I p(jb^r. matters, some of which Ireland hiid not to i^^g^^ug 
ezf^rty ;^d .others of which she had very little, were at articles. 
difljijyyt . ti^es ,tl3|e objects of English restrictions ; when- , 
89^;7^,iif, w]^ ;£mcied i^t English in,terests were at all 
tiff^aJt^^ipildd jby. tl^Qin^ Que of thie most important of these 
articles, was that of glass ; which, by an act of the I9th 
yc|ifijr,of,.peprge the 2nd, Iireland was prohibited from im- 
p^);tjfig;jGcQm.wy country but Gx^ Britain, and could not 
export the article at all. 

In addition to the discouragements afiecting our silk Also silk. 
manlo&oture, in common with our other manufactures, it 
hatt-^e'^ftii^hei* discouragement, thiat coining to us as the 
rtjl^.^i^^xii^ did*. thjroug^L England, the sum of threcrp^nce 
iuitbe potmd waa retaiuied there, of the original import duty 
b-thiit wuntry ; and the price thereby so much enhanced 
tq'fts^^^-in addition to the benefit, at our expense, to the 
^1?^iWime. ' 

iJit was .impossible for a country thus hampered and ^ 
restricted, not only in every point where competition with suits af- 
her jealous and powerful neighbour was at all likely, but ^^f ^ire-* 
in inanv. where the apprehension of it was utterly without land, but 
f(Hm&ti6n, to make any real advances towards commercial ^ colo- 

M 
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nial, &c. prosperity. From the British possessions in both hernia- 

D0886S» A X, tf X 

sions. pheres, she was shut out, (from the East Indies by a daiue 
in the 7th George I., chap. 21, but practically before,) as 
although she still could import their commodities through 
England, the trade was unable to bear the delays and 
expense ol the double journey. These restraints were 
ultimately injurious to the British possessions; as Ireland, 
imable to supply herself from them, had to get from foreign 
countries the materials for ship-bmlding, some of thode 
articles used in perfecting her staple manu&cture, and other 
valuable imports. But of course the weight of the injury^ 
VTBs upon Ireland, and to it was owing her poverty and 
embarrassments ot the greater part of the eighteenth century. 
Refer- We have quoted at an early period of this article, 

ence to authorities as to the prosperity of Ireland previous to the 
nies. as to destruction of her natural staple, the woollen manumctiM. 
t\^i'^ After that the story was different. In the session of ITjtfS, 
land. the Irish Commons laid before Queen Anne a tru^^ etfjfcepf 
the deplorable condition of the country. They complw^d 
of vast decay and loss of its trade — ^its being alnao^ ^ex- 
hausted of coin — of the poor having become very numerous 
^-of the foreign trade and its returns being under sodi 
restrictions and discouragements as to be then lbec<ime 
impracticable; although the kingdom of Ireland had by its 
blood and treasure contributed to secure the plantation trade 
to the people of England. 

At the end of the session, Mr. Speaker Brodriok, (sibetr , 
wards Lord Chancellor) declared in his speech to the Lcnrd 
Lieutenant, that the representations made by the Connnoias 
were their imanimous voice; and tliat they hoped they 
might be allowed such a proportion of trade, that they mnj 
recover from the great poverty they now lie under. (Iritk 
Com. Jour. 3 vol. pp. 149 — 208. J 

In the journals of the Irish Commons, fi^m thencefiir- 
ward till within the last 20 years of the eighteenth eentorfy ; 
will be found declaration after declaa^tion, admission after 
admission, complaint after complaint, of the poverty and 
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"vrMxdiedn^ds of Ireland — thib wa&t of employment among 
her people — the wretched condition of her trade— the con- 
^uent inability of the country to support her public 
btnlihenfr-^-and the cruelty of the restrictions that fettered 
and crippled her industry. Scarcely two yfears elapsed 
daring the interval we have mentioned, without some of 
Aese difiheartening recoil. The Irish parliament was 
impotetiLt to redress the evils, whose existence they thus 
recorded, not only aa contained in resolutions and remon- 
strances of their own, but as admitted and acknowledged 
bsL sp^edtes to them from the vice-throne. They were 
dien nnd^ ihd fetters of Poyning^s law, and the acts con- 
fitmng it ; and ho bill for efiectual relief of these distresses, 
by^ opening tip the restricted and impeded sources of indus- 
try, Wotdd get the sanction of the English Privy Council, 
to which the laws in question compelled every legislative 
pMjeet to be submitted fer approval, ere it could be intro- 
dttoed hito the Irish parliament. This was the state of 
liiingB until 1780—2. 

But we need not delay upon this part of our subject, 
Wh^'We have the strong English testimony bearing upon 
it^ "With which this article commences. 

M eaulime the linen manufiicture undoubtedly increased ; Forcing 
but ^bere was little of natural vigour and stability about it. unen 
What progress it did make was mainly owing to the unro- f^^ 
mitting care and attention of the Irish parliament, so &r 
as lay in tiidr powers and to the impulse it received by the 
httge immigration of foreign Protestants, versed in the ma- 
mfiictare, who wel^ driven from Prance by the execrable 
levoeation of the edict of Nantes. In the hand-loom weavers' 
rspc^it is stated, that the Irish parliament from 1 700 up to 
1777, ezpcfnded in the encouragement of the linen trade, 
Ihe sum of £1,295,560. 

In tiie i^ieeches from the vice-throne to the Irish par- 
littnent throughout the centuxy, exhortations to the en- 
wdmgement of that trade, coupled, as it invariably was, 
^th that of the Protestant charter schools — ^the phrase 
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being " those sources of honest industry and pure religion^" 
are to be found as regularly recurring as the "phrases 
banales" of royal speeches in our own days respecting the 
" assurances firom foreign powers," and the " economy" witii 
which the " estimates are framed." 

The decisive proof, were such wanted, that the linen 
trade was not a healthy natural effort of the industry of the 
country, and exercising a genial influence on the national 
prosperity, is given by the very fact of its having required 
this constant encouragement and attention. 
Addition- To the enumeration in detail of English injuries to our 
tice"of^" *™^®> ^^ '^^^^ unfortunately to add one striking instance^ 
England, general in its effect. From 1740 to 1759 there were no 
less than 24 embargoes in Ireland I One of these lasted 
three years — ^viz., from 1776 to 1779, when Irish provi- 
sions were restrained from being sent any where, but into 
England — ^nor was this altogether relaxed even in the* 
latter year, as they were still restrained from heSuxg sent 
to America, the West Indies, or indeed any place out of 
Europe. 

Thus, by all possible means — ^namely, by direct and 
actively oppressive legislation — ^by false interpretation and 
forced construction of laws supposed to have no such ol)ject 
— by real breach under a seeming observance of interm- 
tional engagements — and even by an unconstitutional exer- 
cise of the prerogative, Irish industry and enterprise were 
cruelly restrained and repressed to the verge of ruin. 
Remarks. ^® ^^^ approach the time when England had to retrace 
1st, Our her steps. Ere, however, leaving the first branch of pur 
discord Subject, we would make two short remarks. The first .is, 
enabled ^jj^t the wretched history we have been detailing, ought, to 
tjH-an- make an impression upon every honest Irishman, and wa^n 
"^'®* him from that execrable religious discord which so divided 
the nation against itself, as to render it incapable of re- 
sisting these monstrous outrages. 
2nd, She Secondly, it is to be remarked generally on the conduct 
U) follow *^^ England towards the only manufacture she allowed us 
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any freedom in following, viz. the linen, that what freedom ^^^ linen 
ehe gave, it wais little other than that which the cat gives during ^ 
the mouse ; whom she releases for an instant, certain of **®' P^®*" 

sure. 

bdng able to put her paw on it when she pleases. Eng- 
land was not inclined towards the linen manufacture herself, 
at the close of the 17th century, and to remove a rival in 
the woollen, had no objection to allow Ireland to follow 
the former ; reserving to herself, as we have seen, advan- 
tages over the Irish linens, (not only by restrictions and 
cramping regulations of our export, and greater bounties 
and fecilities in that respect for herself, but also by the 
complete command of our ports,) so as that whenever her 
own manufacturers should please to turn their attention to 
linen, they would have .little need to dread Irish competi- 
tion. In either country the woollen manufacture was the 
natural staple. In either it was the most profitable. The 
similarity of climate rendered flax-seed an equally precarious 
crop in both coimtries — ^and in both it was of course a crop 
equally exhausting to the soil. Was it not cruel that the 
poorer country, Ireland, shotdd be forced to confine herself 
to the more diflScult and costly branch of manufacture ; and 
yet have no security even in the pursuit of that ? 

The inevitable necessity of things, and not the considei-a- Relaxa- 
tions of justice and humanity, compelled England to re- tioninher 
trace many of her steps in her Course of commercial, as she owing to 
did subsequently with regard to political oppression. She JJ^^^t^^^^' 
began to find out that she had been hurting herself in her voleuce. 
over-eagerness to dominate over Ireland. We have before 
mentioned the first indications of this discovery, when, so 
early as 1739 (by the act 3rd Geo. II. chap. 3) she had so 
fir to' relax her restrictions on our products, as to allow 
import of Irish woollen or bay yam, as her own manufac- 
turers were be^nning to feel grievously the impetus given 
to the French woollen-trade by the immense smuggled 
export of Irish wool to that country.* It had then been 

•Mr. Ray, (Secretary to the Repeal Association,) in a brief but most 
excellent Report drawn up by him m 1840, on the Trade and Manufactures 
of Ireland, treats of the occurrence of 1739 as follows : — 
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aecGrtHined, that (to use tlie expreman o£ the wiitcn «f 
that day) ^one pack of Iiidi wool beoame two w three ei 
the ooDthiesit,"* as it enaUed the forager, by admbctoie^t^ 
woilcTiphiBOWiiwooL ^Mathew Decker in hb^DedOtte 
of Foreign Trade," and Dr. Smith in his ^Memoirs ef 
Wool," both show how England soflfeied in this respe^ 
and ree<»d, that tiiough Iriah wo<ril sold at about fiO ^ 
cent, adyanoe on the -pace in England, yet that laboiur M * 
foreign countries was so much cheaper, and the ndTaat^fe^ 
derival^ by f^Mrdgners fiom mudi^ the Irish wool- ivith 
their own, that they were enabled to undersell England ii| 
foreign markets. -^ i^- 

The authorities we have mentioned (and Tarioos <^tJkr 

writers) equally reprobated, and for aimilar reasons, t^ 

acts restricting import of Irish cattle and j^arideos intk) 

England, as we have earlier stated; it was in the aaau^ 

rdgn (yic, Geo. IE.) in iridch Great Britain found H 

better for h^ interest to admit them, to exohide Ind\ 

wool and yam, that she made the same discovery as icijkf^ 

artidee of catUe and provisions. 

teB^^ These relaxati<ms were pnompted, as we hare said, hy ^ 

to thi.*""^ better understanding of her own interests, and were for 

^^' more beneficial to the latter than to Ireland. Of die sattie 

description were those which succeeded lliem in 17TB 4yi4 

1779, the one admitting Irish manu&ctured cotton- ywt, 

and the other admitting Irish hemp.* The numt^kcitif^ 







** Id 1789 it was found that Irish vooDent mere makiiig^ OMitf-tikj to 
fora^ ports, notwithstanding the stringeDcy of the p)[:Q)^bi|^o^^^* ~ 
Penmssion was therefore given to export wckmen ancl bay yams^ to' 
land, 'as it majbe a means,* says the aet, (12 Geo. IL duw. ll^)i*jii 
vent export of wool and woollen manufEbctures from Ireland to for^gn 
parts, and may also be of use to the manu^tnres of Ore^t Btitani. JJii 
more strict provisions a^jainst export of Irish wooUeii gQ9i^^%6 f#SVB 
parts were embodied in this statute.*' , 

After this the reader can judge for himaelf <^ the degree ef ** htiw^iHAiif* 
that suggested this first relaxation. •; uit 

* We purjposely omit here the 18 Geo. IIJ. chap. 55, allpwing sqou^ di^ 
rect export irom Ireiand to the British colonial possessions— first, bMii& 
of ita insultingly limited extent, and second, because it was &tile i«.p^^ 
tioe, owinff to the restrictions on our direct inmort m return. We also omit 
two acts of Oeo. II. wluch mocked us by nUmxng at those restttet!6D},''!Jcc. 
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of Iidand jS-a97i the wooUen and oqtV>A yani, and ^ODpk the 
hsmpt wQi^ fltill rigaroualy excluded. At length come the 
time that no wprda of o^ls caa ao weU doscribe^ as it is de- 
seribed in the extract we h^'Ve given at the eommenoemeut 
cf ibia articley from the speech of the celebrated Mr. 
Hi]0ki9san \a 1825 — ^the time when ^^state^necessities act- 
ing uader « sep^e^ of political danger, yielded without grace 
that which good sense ai^d good feeUng had before recom- 
injjywtediii yain 1" 
- The fii^owing i^ a summary of the events of this time: The "ne* 

Oft ^ &ilure of the attempt in 17T9 (mentioned by ^^g 
Mr. Huskisson,) to effect a real, though partial, opening pn her 
of the oo)o«ial trade U> Irelwd, the citizens of Dublia, the ^^ 
gpand. juzkS'ifii n^aay parts of Ireland, and the people 
tfarpu^out the country, met and passed strong resolutions 
is their different a^semblie^, coiidemnatory of the ^^ j^vaxice 
and ingra^tude" of Great Britain — her <^ illiberal and con- 
tracted policy," &o,, <^., and pledgii^ themselves to Irish 
iQHimfaoture* The author of ^^Collectanea Politica," (in 
the first volume of which, pages 161-2, will be found some 
of these resolutions,) after remarking, that in consequence 
of this revive Irish inanufactures began to revive, aiid 
Ih^ 49l39ai;^d for British goods greatly decreased, dryly 
obeerves, that ^^thU circumstance tended to prodiuse a isftV- 
poiiHfn^ in Qreat Britain, to attend to the complaints of 
tk44/€0ifUrj/9 different indeed from tha,t which IrelMd had 
hitherto experienced** 

-: SbcteniaLekcumstancea hastily ripened this disposition; 
I)[aiice bad joined her arms with those of sfruggfiing 
AIDericl^ and the scale was turning against British interests 
in thfe new hemisphere. The combined fleets of France 
aad'^ Spain ^* rode triumphant in the channel/' >'The 
a£prighted maritime towns made application to the Govern- 
ment for protection ; part of the established forcea of the 
nafidn having been called away to support the war in 
America^ the Chief Governor was obliged to confess hun- 
aelf tui^le tp afford assiistanceM*«««...-..«.«««-The people of 
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Ireland therefore resolved to defend them8elves,-^yolunteer 
corpA were formed in every part of the kmgdom ; tJieir 
force and respectability eaved the country from ruin. The 
tWets of the enemy, alarmed at our military preparatioDa, 
licheld the banners of defiance, and fled with precipitation 
frvHU imr v\tast«. Parliimient bore testimony to the seiv 
\kxt$ sukI kn-alty of these patriotic guardians of Ireland, 
iu \ote$ of thanks to the several volunteer corps, for thdr 
!4urtt<\I exertions^ at this time so necessary in defence of 
this vvuatry." — [ Cvilfctan^a Poiitwoy ar^ the Political 
l^ruxM.^'its sf I^iaJHL fiom 1760 to 1800, voL L p. 

i:,:^xx8. l!>c lri?i ^(UriaLz:>»u meetii^ on the 12th of October, 
I r TA :Sr I aku Lkcteaant* the Earl rfBucfcinghamRhire, is 
■ii* >iwvi n\«i the :hr»ae. drew dkneation to the ^extraoi^ 
vJiiwrx xkviv.X' V*:' the rwa[iuo>. nonrhhsianding the very 
U^cral >x:(>(^^ of ;he l&st se^on.*" and called upon the 
v\sx«;r\ tvvr acw osFons* The Cvonmoas. however, after a 
x^ai^u a:M ;u:<>s\*x$;in^ debate, n:^4ied by an address to the 
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NX c Krc ^i*>*^v k'^ir-'WT tv> reycesiKit i<> toot Hajestr, that it is 
'..^'^ v\« t'-Mn^'TA-i f ji-^^ji; M.V. be; by d/rw ^rud^oioae, that this 
i\^^s^fc^ -i^ ;v« to K^ :Miroi nv=: JTr-pwyiTTy roin. And from 
\\*iir M*r<*:^*> s:t*c^»''*> •5i'i^Ar*5;:ri — ETDprLiited in our hearts 
tu <•Kwrt^^.•t^r< ^>< ir>,kr.ibI5* rrttftssi* — tL« '^mmrioms fur ike 
iiA^¥itr<f;f /»" «*V tvfcr f^tfti^^ tv« vutf Wkif4: ckeeffully eth- 
.^^'.^tf «/^<A «'.'»r c>iC.?'fiA//iiyi4*^ {% ivv'i vitmsmreM at VMy 
ifvAT^/^/ i\^ sv**»«v* i%ifcff::t. /.r'^Jj' »v»r ^»*fW*»" we draw 
^hs^ f\A^>|v<*5^5 i-iirvsw^X* :"Ji wvrcr *£" a z:ji5fe$:=rv t4srmiial to the 
.,«; >?bMvV \»x' ikU i'x^sWji^ ;iLr)i vV.tf;-^ ij«|«ftttK to us conducive 

IV^u^i^ Mak ^>^ *N$<Ar^ xv<ir >jtiij*itKx, tb*5 we haie every db- 

^>>*\^> ul;v"4\ kW t V^ ^^H.^,sir*^lj^ 'J6^:»ix*« 04 j\:^;ir >1»5"«;t*s govern* 
tkVMi» ^K«l vkU^ bjoA:r<;> c^^w^"^ ^'^^a^ t^« wsLTCws:: wishes for the 
(^\vity«»M'«\> ;|kM^ ^'i^'^^ '•'^ ^^ ^V4u$a «££::f £ffv. ;UKi full of seal 
<;^4^Ui^^ iKv v».*a*:>iN^u <;.*.s^»\x %<f bjt^^ ;i< xxfftLd'Cation to find, 
S\t^^ Vtkv" Uifcj^iwv ^li^Rv" s*^ v.''i;Lv *-,r*Okf jl::^ ^vcun-Mve must, by 
\u^vvv^\\u»^ \^uv kWKMivvsViH s«i^ boii^^Js ^^ \*<3Br EtWrslrtx* Tery fcr 
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■ Th^ were ftdly borne out by facts in the matters they 
thod advanced, Irish debt had enormously increased in 
consequence of the ftUing of the revenue, and so also had 
her drfdns* The profits of Ireland on all the trade that 
she had, were not estimated higher than £600,000 a year, 
while her remittances to England were computed at more 
than double that amotmt. But it is unnecessary to go 
into proo& of the distress of Ireland, when we have the 
udmissions in the English parliament, not only on the 
ocoasicms and by the persons which are mentioned in our 
first pages, but general admissions in 1778-9, as will be 
seen by reference to the debates in the English parliament 
during those years. In the latter year the ministry of the 
day, in defending themselves against the charge of having 
occasioned the grievances of Ireland, declared " that her 
(ftietctnces originated many years before^ in the general 
system of trade laws — that the restrictions then laid on 
ard^e from a narrow^ shortsighted policy^ which, though 
eoncewed in prejudice, and founded on ignorance, vms yet 
80 strengthened by time, and confirmed by the habits of a 
century, that it seemed at length wrought into, and became 
even a part of the constitution" — (ColL Pol. p. 173. J 
' Notwithstanding these things, nothing was done in the England 
way of rehef at that moment. Immediately afler, however, ?^ y®** 
the Irish parliament took the strong measure of limiting laxation. 
the supplies to six months ; and this was effective where 
argument failed, and accordingly the British minister at 
length proceeded to give relief. The various propositions 
for the purpose, from the first starting of the matter in 
1778, were as follows: 

In 1778, Lord Newhaven moved, in the English parlia- 
ment, that Ireland should be allowed freedom of export, 
exeept of her woollen manu&ctures ; and should have 
liberty of trading to and fix)m America, the West Indies, 
anS the Coast of Africa. 

From this position he was gradually beaten down; until Details, 
b March, 1779, he had to reduce his motion to one for a 
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repeal, in bo &r as related to ihe article of sugar, of that 
part of the Navigation Act of 1663, which compelled aiigar 
intended for Irehmd, to be first landed in England. This 
he at first earned by a majority of 47 to 42 — ^but bein^ 
afterwards deserted by the minister, on account of the TiQf 
lent outcry of English and Scotch great towns, the motion 
was finally lost on a division of 62 to 58. 

In November of that year, the Irish parliament resolTO^ 
unanimouslv"--* 

That the export from this kingdom of its woollen and other 
manuflEtctures to all foreign places, would materially rdieve its 
distresses, increase its wealth, promote its prosperity, and 
thereby adrance the welfare of Great Britain, and the eonuncfi 
strength, wealth, and commerce of the British empire. 

That a liberty for this kingdom to trade with the British 
colonies in America and the West Indies, and the British 
settlements on the Coast of Africa, in like manner as trade is 
carried on between Great Britain and the said colanies a^ 
settlements, would be productive of very great commercial 
benefits — would be a most affectionate mark of the regard and 
attention of Great Britain to our distresses— and would grre 
new vigomr to the zeal of his Majesty's brave and loyal pe<^b 
of Ireland, to stand forward in suj^rt of his Majesty's person 
and government, and the interest, the honour, and the dignity 
of the British empire* — (Commons* Juumaly VoL 19^) 

The British minist^, ooen^ by the gathered foroe «f 
pnblic opinion, and the powerful additional stimulant <^t^ 
short-money-bill firom Ireland, accordingly moved <m ifafe 
13th December, 1779, three propositions — firsts for the 
repeal of those laws which prohU)ited export of InA 
woollen goods and wool flocks to any part of Emope; 
second, that so much of the Act 19 Greo. IL as forbade 
import of glass into Ireland, save of Britidi mann&etniti 
and also forbade export of glass from Ireland, should be re- 
pealed; and third, that Ireland should have freedom of 
trade to all the British colonial settloooents, subject to sneh 
limitations and regulaticms as the parliament of Irebmd 
should impose. 

The two first were quickly passed into law-^the thkd 
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was delayed till the next session, cm the plea of some in* Jhe 
qpaij beixig necessary into its probable effect in Ireland. Trade'* 
In the latter countiy the partial concessions were received 2^^^^ 
in so good a spirit, that the supplies were immediately 
granted for a year and a half more. 

But this aatis&ction was by no means imalloyed or last- Fresh in- 
ing. England, unwisely for her own views of policy, had ^h^ ^ 
pmvoked tiie question of her right to control the legisla- "S^^- 
ture of Ireland — a question which had always been present 
to the Irish mind ; and towards the discussion of which 
ijbat I9|n4 had been of late strongly tending, with the 
d^^mined purpose of asserting independence of legislation. 
The pHvy council in England altered a mutiny bill, (by 
mid^g it perpetual,) sent over as usual for their approba- 
tion^^om Iceland. This w^ altogether an unconstitutional 
proceeding, and woke up at once the smouldering flame. In 
this article we have to deal only with commercial matters, 
$0 dp iCLot go ii^to the details of the constitutional agitation 
9194 d^ioaqd which then arose, further than in so far as 
eommeroe was concerned. The alteration in the mutiny- 
bin was accompanied by a nearly equally exasperating 
di^n in a bin respectbg the import of sugars. Tl^e 
business of sugar-refining had recentiy taken great head in 
'{refond, aad the parliament here sought to de&nd it 
.4ga{n9t the English monopoly by an import duty on refiju^ed 
sogar; while lliey sought to give it a fair stimulus by 
a^lmittii^ n^w sugar at a low rate. This the privy council 
lOTersed, irediicing the duty on refined sugar 20 per cent* 
9nd«!r the drawbad( allowed in England to the English 
i(S&B(dr on, e:|:port, and thereby giving the latter a virtual 
fmsmium to that amount — ^and also inoreaBing the duty on 
the raw sugar* 

The time was illrcbosen for further invasions on Irish Their 
rights. Irritation had long been rankling in Ireland at 
the reBtrictions o^ her oommeroe.; aod it had indeed already 
broken out into an overt act. One of the Dublin Corpo- 
ration, Alderman Horan, resolved to test the q\&^tion, 



conse- 
quences. 



172 APPENDIX, NO. IV. 

whether the Irish woollen trade could be legally bound by 
the English act of William's reign, restricting it from 
foreign export. The act passed by the obsequious Irish 
parliament of that time, for the same purpose, had long 
before 1771 become extinct. Accordingly he tendered 
for entry outwards^ at the Custom-house, Irish woollen 
goods. He was dissuaded from pressing the point at the 
moment : but the affair made great sensation — ^and (as we 
see from official documents copied in the laborious and most 
interesting memoir of his father's Kfe, from the pen of 
Henry Grattan, the excellent member for Meath) drew the 
serious and alarmed attention of the government. 

These points of alterations in the mutiny bill and the 
sugar bill, were not considered in the Irish parliament till 
August 1 780; and the delay by no means tended to calm the 
existing irritation — ^but grievously to impair the feelings of 
satisfaction and gratitude, which the Irish people had been 
disposed to demonstrate, after the commercial relaxations we 
have mentioned, as enacted in the English parliament in the 
month of February. Several minor circumstances concur- 
red to exasperate them still further, and to render irrevo- 
cable, and soon after irresistable, their determination to 
have a free parliament, withont which they saw they never 
could obtain the full extension of their trade, amongst othei^ 
benefits sought, nor even be sure of preserving what had 
been conceded to them. 

The Irish parliament disgraced itself at this juncture, 
by sanctioning the alterations in question. Their conduct 
in this respect excited great indignation against themselves; 
and the Merchants' Corps of Volunteers, the Independent 
Dublin and Liberty Corps, and several other corps, and the 
general body of the citizens of Dublin, passed strong reso- 
lutions in their several meetings, condemnatory of the con- 
duct of their legislature — which, in its turn, passed a vote 
of censure on these proceedings, and addressed the Viceroy 
to prosecute their authors. 

In the short session of the year 1781 the chief matters 
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of debate were the obetructions ffiven to our woollens and Irish 

• intsrcsts 

printed linens in the ports of Portugal, and the disastrous neglectec 



effects to oiu: sugar-refineries of the measure of the pre- g^^^*^*^ 
ceding year. On this point several members of the mer- 
cantile body were examined at the bar of the commons, 
and their evidence of the mischief done was strongly sup- 
ported and luged by Grattan, Flood, and other patriots, 
but without any good result. The other matter, the dis- 
pute with Portugal, had its origin in a measure of the 
preceding session, which raised the duties on port wine ; 
at the same time, however, that the previous advantage 
which that wine had possessed over those of France was 
proportionately preserved, by an equal increase upon the 
previously higher duties on the latter. In the two months 
of the session of 1782, the attention of the government 
was several times called to the dispute, but without 
success. Early in the ensuing session, however, viz., 
on the 6th of February, 1782, the House unanimously 
adopted an address to the Throne, calling the royal atten- 
tion to the conduct of Portugal, and soliciting his Majesty's 
interference to procure an abatement of the grievance com- 
plained of. The royal answer, received March 5th, pro- 
mised compliance with the request, but further than the 
^ving of this promise nothing was done. 

In another article of this appendix we treat of the 
glorious achievement in 1782, of legislative independence; 
at present it is not properly within our scope to speak of it, 
as we are dealing with the commercial relations of the 
countries alone. 

We have now seen the full extent of the relaxations Really li- 
obtained by Ireland up to 1782, in the rigid exclusion-code "f*i*ed na. 
which England had enacted against our manufactures. "Free 
Ireland by them obtained liberty of trade with foreign ^* 732. 
countries and the dependencies of Great Britain, (excepting 
the East Indies^) but trade with Britain herself remained 
in nearly as unequal and unjust a condition as ever ; she 
took from us little else but our inferior linens and our linen 
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ymrn, which we could have worked up more pfrofitably at 
home ; and the whole sum she spent upon our products 
was estimated not to exceed hal^«-million at the utmost. 
On the other hand, we took largely of her manu&cture^ 
and paid her about two millions of money for them. Some 
idea of the discrepancv of the customs' rates between the 
two countries may be formed firom the fiust» that English 
cloths were charged only with 6d. per yard on entering 
Ireland, whereas Irish were shut out of British ports lyf 
the enormous charge of £2 0«. 6d. per yard. In &ct the 
^ Free Trade" obtained in 1782, although an immense im* 
provMuent on the previously existing state of things, w^ 
a most maimed and halting measure, and almost altogether 
jus^tified the assurances that the Kidsh minister, L(»d 
Nocth« found himself compelled to giv«v in circular letters^ 
to the mann&oturing towns of England, to the effect tlM 
^^ nothii^ effectual had been granted to Ireland r 
IViH»f of ^et, neither these assurances^ ucnt the fibcts that to a 
^"^^^t considerable extent IxNre them out, were sucoeBefiil kl 
(ub miuU- satisfying the griping spirit of the Englirii manu&ctdiBrS 
^^^^ and traders. The concessions, *' ineflSactuaT' as they w^^ 
thus represented to be, and limited most ui^iirly, as thejf" 
undoubtedly were, yet looked too large in the eyes xH 
selfish monopoly; and in three years fiom their is^G^ 
Mr. Pitt, who had in 1782 declared them to be nothing 
more than what Ireland had the merest and pureis^ right 
to demand, had to conciliate public opinion in Ei^land, \sf 
stigmatizing them as '^ignorant and unsystemiBitic,*' and 
such as required limitation. 
Examina- The occa^on on which he did so, was in 1785, when 
tiNMpro- brining forward the celebrated " commercial propositions'* 
P^^^ons of that year. Whether those propositions had any better 
foundations in <^ British generosity" than any of the prece- 
ding changes proposed, or effected, in tlie commerad 
■l relations of the two countries, will be seen on perusing liie 

^% account we now proceed to give of them. 
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d^jr, tisuaUy fitylod, "Orde's prOpositionB," from their The 
hmng been first brought forward by Mr, Orde, Secretary merdd" 
for Irelaiid. On the 1 7th of February, 1 785, he introduced P^'opositi. 

ons &8 ori" 

them to tiie Irish House of Commons, in the following ginaiiy 
shape :— proposed. 

I. — Hesolred — That it is the opinion of this committee, 
(iftonMiiiittee of the whole House,) that it is hig4ily important to 
the geiftei^l interest of the British empire, that the trade be- 
tween Great Britain and Ireland he encouraged and extended 
as inuch ks possible, and, for that purpose, that the intercourse 
and eonnnterce he finally settled, atid regulated on permanent 
and equitable pribo]{>lieB, for the mutual benefit of both 
countries. 

. IL— That towa.rds dtrrjing into full effect so desirable a 
s^ttleni^t, it is fit and proper that all articles not the growth 
€¥ "teonufftcture i6f Grelct Britain or Ireland, should be imported 
iutJO-efvch kingdiom from the other reciproccdly, under the siEutte 
rej^atioBs, and at the 8ami6 duties, if subject to duties, to 
which they are liable when imported direcUy from the place of 
their g^wth, product, or manufacture ; and that all duties 
oivigliially pAid ota the import into 'either country respectively, 
shUl be follj drawn back on erpavt to the other. 

. III« — That for the same purpose^ it is proper that no firohi- 
billbn should exist in either country, against the importation, 
iM, <$r sale of any article, the growth, produce, or manufacture 
of l^e odier ; lalftd that \kke duty on in^port of ev^y such article, 
if subject to duty in either country^ should be precisely the 
«ame in Ae one as in the other, except where an. addition may 
be neeessary in either country, in consequence of an internal 
dbSy <m any such article of its owU eonsilmption. 

IV. — IPhAt in ^ cSases whci^ the duties on iartfcles of the 
growth, prodtict, or micnufacture of either country krt different 
on the in^ortation into the other, it would be expedient that 
they should be reduced in the kingdom where they are highest, 
to the amount payable in the other ; 'Itnd that all such articles 
shovdd be exportaibk from the kingdom into which they shall 
be imported, as free from such duty as the similar coiUmo)^ties, 
or home matLufi&oture of the same kingdom. 

' V* — Itiat for the same purpose, it is also proper, that in all 
cases where either kingdoms shall charge articles of its own 
'cdnsumpition with tm. internal dcfty tA the manufiactore, or a 
'datr on the material, the same manufacture when imported from 
the oth^, may be charged with « further import- duty to the 
same atnottnt, as the intcHial duty on the manufacture, or to an 
iiiiMHAit lidequMe to counterrail the duty on Ae ihateritd ; and 
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shall be entitled to such drawbacks, or bounties upon export, as 
may leave the same subject to no heavier burthens thftn the 
home-made manufacture ; such further duty to continue so longf: 
as the internal consumption shall be charged with the duty or 
duties to balance which it shall be imposed^ or until the manu- 
facture coming from the other kingdom, shall be 'subjected there 
to an equal burthen, not drawn back, or compensated on eKpor-* 
tation. 

VI. — That in order to give permanency to the settlement 
now intended to be established, it is necessary that no prohibi- 
tion, or new additional duties should be hereafter imposed ,in 
either kingdom, on import of any article of the growth, pror 
duct, or manufacture of the other, save such additional duties 
as may be requisite to balance duties on internal consumption, 
pursuant to the foregoing resolution. 

VII. — That for. the same purpose, it is further necesaajry* 
that no prohibitions, or new and additional duties, should pe 
hereafter imposed in either kingdom, oh export of any article 
of native growth, product, or manufacture, to the other ; exddpt 
such as either kingdom may deem expedient, from time to.timft» 
upon corn, meal, malt, flour, and biscuit ; and also except where , 
there now exists any prohibition which is not reciprocsd, or any 
duty not equal in both. In every such case t&e prohibition 
may be reciprocal, or the duties raised, so as to make : them - 
eqiial, .!.':; 

VIII. — That for the same purpose, it is necessary, that no 
bounties whatever be paid in either kingdom, on export of any ' 
article to the other, except such as relate to corn, meal,' nudty 
flour, and biscuit ; and such as are in the nature of drawbiek%i 
or compensation for dutiss paid ; and that no bounty be ^ri^;ijljed , 
in this kingdom on export of any article imported from the . 
British plantations, or any manufacture made of such article; '^ 
unless in oases where a similar bounty is payable in Britadn= oil 
export from thence ; or where such bounty is merely .in the 
nature of a drawback, or compensation for duties paid, oyer 
and above any duties paid thereon in Britain. 

IX. — That it is expedient for the general benefit of the 
British empire, that the import of articles from foreign states 
should be regulated from time to time, in each kingdomion \ 
such terms as may afford an effectual preference to the import 
of similar articles of the growth, product, or manufacture rf 
the other. 

X. — That it is the opinion of this committee, that for the- , 
protection of trade, whatever sura the gross hereditary revenue 
of this kingdom (after deducting drawbacks, repayments, and 
bounties in the nature of drawbacks) shall produce annually^ 
over and above the sum of £ should be appropriated 
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Umrards the naval force of the empire, in such manner as the 
parliament of this kingdom shall direct. 

Mr. Secretary Orde introduced these propositions with Secretary 
many praises of the liberality of England. " The moment," g^^h 
said he, (page 119 of the 4th vol. Iiish Parliamentary jniroduc- 
B^ister,) " is, I trust, come, when she will make her vie- propositi- 
tory over herself complete — ^when the reservation even of 2,°?| ^* 
a just preference will be given up, and thereby every 1785. 
obstacle removed to the interchange of the commodities of 

the world The same principle which induces Great 

Britain to sacrifice a partial interest to the great object, 
a generous reciprocity, will influence your estimation and 
acknowledgment of her unequivocal liberality, &c., &c." 

He praised the second resolutiou, as enabling Ii*eland to Attempts 
" supply the British market, on the same terms as the Bri- ^i^^ "' 
tish merchants could." Of the third, he said — " that it 
secured the English market for Irish goods, linens, tabbi- 
nets, poplins, &c." And he added, <<at this day how 
lai^ a portion of what Britain takes from Ireland is Irish 
produce I and how small a portion of what Ireland takes 
fix>m Britain is produced there !" But the part of his 
speech most to be noticed, was that concerning the tenth 
resolution, viz. — " Great Britain will thus generously sacri- 
fice her monopolies ; she gives up the hope of being the 
emporium of trade, at a time when her burdens press upon 
her ; and she groans under the weight of a debt incurred 
by the general defence of the empire. I hope we will 
meet her with a like liberality of spirit. If, in consequence 
of this adjustment, a gi*eat increase of revenue arise to 
Ireland, it will not be thought unreasonable to appropriate 
a part to the protection of the trade from which it arises ; 
and by our contributing to the support of the naval force 
of the empire, Britain will still be enabled to afford pro- 
tection." 

The Bight Hon. William Brownlow, M.P. for Armagh Manner in 
County, rose next, and denounced the tenth proposition, ?|Jfn was^ 
as tending to make Ireland a tributary nation. The whole received. 

N 
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TriBO. ^j» jw«vv«r rvcviveii wiik KHuething like &TQrw:.by 
iic 'cl.u.-^. rS: cwi^: Hon. Liie Gardiner, (afterwazds 
LiioL lAjiuiU;«A>. xij(S « .^^ ;kz la&i UBM "held a promioent 
'TvsiuiAL ^ die y*«&:rucx' rukf^ wcuc »o in as to expr^fiB 
•^ctnii xofcfc^tatt>^ :ur :^ " ^otsr zi p ^itn.'^vpi^*" that the £ag- 
^^c<:« ;5^ uiULSjT^ ^*»»tr- ^us^'^cctL :<a ;feik u]k>^u.. He made how-i 
:v^c -h 4,tluv;:u j^i^. '.zjul:. ij2j^ L^se rest:'.:iciMiAS would go 
V «Lv^ : ui UT. i.;.-.u^^ lu~«rs. "v-iLCii Zfci fiCL^^iici^cd neoeuBiy 

^^^^ i» • , -^ .•s.-^^^i^jct-'i r^.. -i-T'r-: jurl*!:-?. iad extezir 

^u^'.^^u. ^^uu^^ .^xiT'. IT* ci TdTigiaTid, TTLitr IzLsIi linen 
«wi« »iias .*.■ ^v rt:^ Jirc iis&i cyGnrry. 

Vu. .v^«.i\ ^ asitiAxli:: of tLe Excheqiier. izrerwaids, 
,»M^ lj»a; uk; L x.^'i'u Scv^-iri •.•! ibc ly'iih H:u;st: oi Com* 
«M^uc- .«mu. ^uo^ie^^uently Ai. omci&l in tLe uxiiiai puiiameati 
«**ii /aiacML to date r-eeraffe hy the titie of Ixri Oriel,) gave 
4k» . „iK K AU^^ve^ t .^ tb-: >:: ibiecti : 3j. than thai :cir linen mfr- 

f 

^4;uaii.'iuiv ^ai$ of the greatefi izaponai^'i'e i:* u?: mod would 
■«aM LV 9<cure oi the Eneii^h uia: kei. 

fhe matter wbs ihen ac-'c-umtl to Fzidav. tibe 11th of 
b'eJ>njarv, c»n whici uav — 

IViitioiv^ i^'oro proscJiteJ against the proposidona — one 
tKuu th%' I'^ulxliu Cr.aiiilxT of C cimiaeree. to much the same 
vAi^U aat Mr. iiaxv:;r.er*s ol-ieciion: — aztJ a aiuular <Mie fiom 
U^o ^\H\UiM\« siik« ootton. and mixed ^rocids manufacturen 

Mr. FUhxI Olid others Ovrnplaincd of oeing hurried into 
\HUiia«l«ration of tho nutter. 

Ho w^u^^iMtl that tht peorJe of Ireiand had asked for 
|UVt\vtU'W ; Aud :ho A::5^^«:r vrA5^ :he 4th proposition, which 
^H* 90 do a\\^\ ^uh ail {\rotootion: — and insiated on the 
i^H^lv ^^t' {H^H^vvh)^:: OUT hoiniMiiarket* 

With mwh iM^u\ Ihu no di^iskm. the propodtionfl were 
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passed, until tho 7th, when Mr. Gardiner mbvcd thftt Grattan's 
neither ccnmtry should prohibit export of the raw material sec^^e 
of its staple. He said " Irish woollen yam was best for ^^^ F®^^- 

. , procity, 

the weft — and- English for the toarp. Now the EngUsh 
get bur yam, of which they make their weft — but send 
none of theirs to us to make our warp — ^which surely wbs 
Ha reciprocity." 
The Committee divided— failure 

For the amendment, ... 33 
For the original resolution, 178 

It was then proposed that the following should be the 
10th resolution : — 

That it is essential to the commercial Interest of this country change ai 
to prevent, as much as possible, an accumulation of national the end of 
debt ; and that therefore it is highly expedient that the annual J^re»o- 
revenues. of this kingdom should be made equal to its annual ^fdTSith 
expenses. the con- 

And that the 11th should be, — "That for the better pro- currence 
ieolion of trade, whatever sum the gross hereditary reyenue of °^ ^^'t' 
this Ipngdom (after deducting all drawbacks, repayments, or ^^^^ 
bounties in the nature of drawbacks) shall produce over and them. 
afcove the sum of £656,000 in each year in peace, wherein the 
aaboal revenue shall equal the annual expense ; and in each 
year of war, without regard to such equality ; should be ap-^ 
propriated towards the support of the naval force of the empire, 
m such manner as the parliament of this kingdom shall direct. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer stated, that in these 
he had the advice and assistance of Mr. Grattan. 

It was objected, that the first of these made no provision 
for reduction of expenditure — ^but for increased taxation. 
And that the second was, in fact, a subsidy to England. 

Mr. Grattan defended them on the grounds that " by Allusion 
making the surplus not applicable to the general expendi- \?^_. 
tore till all expenses were paid, both British and Irish plus" 
ministers would be interested in Irish economy, and the of ^753. 
Irish parliament would have the control." This latter 
provision decided^ he said, "the great question of 1753." 
(trhich was a controversy as to whether the Irish parlihr 

N 2 
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ment had, or had not, the po^vxjr of ^disposing of Burpfaw 
revenue, after clearing off the debt — an obeurrencethai 
took place in that year.) , - . . • 

Resolu- The " propositions," or resolutions were then passed^ ^ 
eda'T" On Monday, February 14, Mr. Flood reopened the 
advanced subject, Commencing by statiog he had been obliged byi 
the mora- iUness to leave the House, at a comparatively early period' 
inflf» in of the previous discussion, and had gone with the imprefr^ 
Flood's sion that the promise of Mr. Foster to " ameliorafce" thfe 
a sence. (jQ^^imJiug resolution would have been otherwise carried 

out than it ^vas. 
He com- Ho accused Foster of seeking unfidrly to create the: 
fhSeof ^^ casus" of the 11th resolution, by not including in -the" 
March 14, deductions excepted in it, the corn*bountyy and-tiifi 
cuMB the charges of management of the revenue. He contended 
Govcrn. ^j^at Ireland ought not thus to give away her money »far 
frtnd. ever to the navy of the empire, but, if need were, to ci^te 

In^i a»d ««PP«r^ ^ ^^y .«^ h^^ «^ \ f^d showed whiit a ba& 

hnw a precedent she had, in the provision she had been caHed 

hl7o^. upon, since 1 769, to make for the ariny of thb eiripire, whicbi 

had caused her debt ever since to accumulate^ He said! 

that a part' of the hereditary revenue was already apjfxm^ 

priated to a sea-guard-*-that a time when England herwlC 

^vas in every way retrenching, was no time for usj iastidad 

no't to be ^^ reducing our heavy military establishment, to add to Ouc 

p»deto expense by tliis naval contribution, and to-Jher debt simh^ 

more as she could not borrow all she would want at komey-bttife 

i^absa^ should do SO in England, and so create absentee dattithe 

tee debt; interest being, of course, paid and spent out of. the tCoiiiitnjv 

amend- ^^ Concluded by moving, '' That an immediate andeffieoti 

ment. tual retrenchment is necessary." An amendment to dtefer 

(and thereby, of course, defeat) his motion was then mQ]Fecl 

by Mr. Mason, (M.P. for the borough of St. Canice^- ^i^ 

Irishtown, county Kilkenny.) i 

.. Division for the amendment, ... 131 . « I. 

For Mr* Flood's motion, 43 .« . 

• No sufficient answer appears to have^been ^venrr-iiery 
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indeed, could be given, to Mr. Flood's eloquent and most General 
oogept arguments. The arrangement then, as proposed in on the 
Eebruaiy^ <17&5. stands charged with the following injus- ^^^^ 
tices towards Ireland : — 

Firsts* Thatr. by resolution 4 (and others), she was to de- Its bind- 
prive'heradf at onoe, and for ever, of all protection against J^j 
the 'iaremendous rivalry of the long-established manufao ^g^^ 
tsTOB'^of England, supi>orted as they were by an immensely tectaon to 
sapeoriar oapital^ and of course a system of long credits, ^^"f 
Aiid the ooncluduig provision of this resolution openod the 
way. &fr England to seize on: the export trade of Irelaud. 

Second, That by resolution 6, England was to be enabled ^^° V^y- 
to supply h^^elfat her own terms with our linen yarn, that procitj, 
ia^: the 'material of our staple manufacture, — while Resolution jJg^eT***^ 
7^AUawed the oontinuance of ker prohibition of export to England 
ilS'bf -A^r woaly the material of her staple manu&cture, and yol^d^as 
an*- artiole which tD€ much desire to have, to her 

wool 

■i Xhird, That we should (by resolution 9) pledge ourselves 
to glreiEDgliBb goods a preference over foreign, no matter Against 
Hiyir: miiHsh more advantageous to us to deal with the \Iq^ ^ 
fibe^gner; England, to be sure, was to be similarly bound; ^}^ fo- _ 
but^osiib staple manufiK^ture, that of linen, had a power&l 
mal m the Scotch Hnen in her market, and we had nothing 
ebe of GOiis^[tience which she would take. 

r.;Fb«iirtli^ That the resolution No. 10, (as last proposed to heavy 
and* carbied,) went to sanction the scarcely concealed puiv Jjf^'^^ 
pose of the mimBter to increase our burthens, without any tion, and 
reference to the propriety of reducing our expenses. but*.*"" 

>'Fifiih^ That the final resolution, No. 11, violated aU 
constitutional precedent, by pledging the country, Avithout 
limitation of time, to pay a certain fixed amount of money 
to England, upon the occurrence of a contingency, the 
^reat likelihood of which Avas enhanced by the firadulent 
Working of the clause providing for it. 

The proviso giving the Irish parliament control over the 
details of the disposition of the grant was a mockery^ 
when they were to preclude themselves from meddlinc 
with its general application. 
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But these injustices did not appear to the pailiftment of 
England to be sufficient. 
English Mr. Pitt, in submitting the resolutions to the British 
ment " parliament for their adoption, (which he did on the 22nd 
however February, 1785,) found it necessary to endeavour to re- 
tied even movc from the minds of his hearers the impression which 
iSievlu!^ his deputy in Ireland (Mr. Orde) had laboin-ed to make 
cestoire- upon the Irish parliament; viz., that the contemplated 
Pitt con- arrangement was a pure benefit to Ireland, out of the 
t^^duiting liberality of England. 

In the first place he sought to have it considered that 
Ireland had required thi§ arrangement. " What has been 
done" (said he, alluding to the concessions of 1780—2) 
" was still viewed by the Irish people as insufficient,' and 
clamours were excited, and suggestions published in Dub- 
lin and elsewhere, of putting duties on English produce 
and manufactures, under the name of protecting duties."- 
The real This last branch of the sentence discloses at once «nd 
^»8" "f thoroughly the real reason why the proposed arrangemettt 
scheme ^as brought forward by the British ministry. They conU 
out not show one petition to prove that Ireland wished forit^ 

th'^^lum -"^ ^^ ^^^ truth the secret of the matter was, the desbre 

siness of to prevent the Irish from giving their own manufiustores 

device some protection against the crushing rivalry of England. 

Compelled by the somewhat indiscreet anxiety of the 

representatives of the manufacturing interests of Engliind, 

to speak plainer than exactly consisted with the languMge 

of Mr. Orde in Ireland, he asked — 

What was likely to he the extent of this boon to Ireland ? 
Was it likely she would become the mart of the empire ? He 

could not belieye it ever would be the case It wa« not 

probable that Ireland ever could furnish England with colonial 

produce in any great degree As to the equalization of 

the duties on mutual intercourse, a country like Ireland, not ca- 
pable of supplying herself, never could meet us in our markets. 

With the disadvantage of being loaded with h^vy 

taxes at home, still our manufactures had always been able to 
triumph over the Irish in their own markets, paying the low 

duties there on import, and also the charges Would 

Ireland's cheap labour enable her to undersell us ? Manufac- 
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tnrers thought otherwise ; there were great ohstacles to the 
planting of any manufacture. It would require time for arts 
and capital, which could not increase without the demand ; and 
m an established manufacture improvement was so rapid as to 
btd; defiance to riralship. In some of our manufactures too^ 
there were natural and insurmountable obstacles to their com- 
petition. In the woollens, for instance, hi/ confining the raw 
ttiaterial to this country, the manufacture was confined also. 

Mr. Fox made the following significant remarks on this Fox*» elo- 
occaaion : ^l"^*** ??- 

nunciati- 
It had struck him as- a singular instance of ingenuity, that in ™?L 
opening the outlines of the plan, the Right Honourable gentle- put for- 
mau (Mr. Pitt) had done away with a good deal of what had ward, 
been said upon the subject in another speech, to another assem- 
bly. Indeed his (Mr. Pitt's) speech had been little else than an 
answer to that of Mr. Secretary Ordo, in the Irish House 
of Commons. ..... It was curious to observe how differently 

the minister in Ireland, and the minister in England had recom- 
mended the same propositions to two different parliaments. In 
Ireland they had been stated as highly advantageous to that 
country — ^putting it on the footing of Great Britain, and render- 
ing it an emporium of trade, and the source and supply of the 
British markets. In England and in that House they were told 
that the propositions were such as this country (England) might 
gladly accede to. Why ? * Because it gives Ireland nothing but 
what it had before: — because Ireland cannot rival you — because 
Ireland is poor and feeble ; and because Ireland must remain so, 
if not for ever, at least for a considerable length of time.' 

It Avas agreed upon that time should be given for the Time for 
presentation of petitions respecting these resolutions, hear- petitions, 
ing of counsel at the bar of the house on the subject, tSx. ed. 
fo. ; in consequence of this, it was not till Thursday, 7th The pro- 
May, 1785, that the propositions were debated, with a view |^°o^^^u^^ 
to definitive adoption. on again 

In moving them, ]VIi\ Pitt took occasion to state as fol- EngUsh 
lows, the then position of Ireland : — parKa^ 

^ ^ ment 7th 

Ireland could, at this moment, trade with unlimited freedom ^fe* 
to every foreign state in Europe, supply them with her own pro- 
duce and manufacture, and carry home theirs in return. She was ^^^' ®'" 
also at liberty to supply the British colonies in the West Indies, then^con- 
and, by a direct trade homeward, furnish herself with the West- dition of 
India goods. But this was not all, she could also, at this mo- Ii^cland. 
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8he had ment, supply the British market by a direct trade to Britain, with 
free for- ^j^^ produce of the British Islands. Belatiye to West- India 
and colo- commodities, the only question now was, that the Irish should be 
nial trade, permitted to bring into England, circuitously through Ireland, 
and could those goods which they were at present at Ml liberty to import 
rairy co- |yj^ ^|^jg ^Quntry direct from the West Indies. 

3v«cf to '-I-^he opposition to this ^vas iroiti the West India planters, 
B^'tid ^^ feared that foreign sugars would be imported under 
cover of it. 

» Mr. Pitt said that Ireland '* had no better right to eomplain 

clu»ion' ^^ exclusion from the East India trade, than any one of oar 
from tiio out ports. He would, however, allow her this, that ' the East 
J**JP Imlia Company should be empowered to take in such part rf 
indiea. thoir outward bound cargo as thet/ might Jind couvtnientf in 
TropoMHi the jwrts of Ireland, and also to import directly from the East 
J7?" '" Indies into Ireland, whatever they might think proper.'" 
pfi(,|^ He condemned the petitions against his plan, saying, that 

'< the the greater ^Mirt of them had been drawn up without due 

at tent ion to the subject They seemed (the petitioners} 

not to know that the liberties and privileges to Ireland, of whiok 

they complained, and her rivalry in foreign markets, subristad 

by tbe laws aliTady in existence.* 

Titt ftir- ^ '^ *^***" ^^wi on to combat the doctrine " that Ireland, from 

ihrr Jluiw* the oheapnt'ss of labour, must necessarily undersell the Enginb 

how Irtv. niauuracturor It did not depend on that sort of wovk 

land oimld ^JiJj.h ^us renuired for the most rough and rude oocupatioifB «f 
KiiuUud. •^K ******* It u re, w not her a nation was to flourish in manu&Gture-af 

not ', The fears of the manufacturers were ertremelj 

far-fotohed and ill-tt>umled They had declared t^iom* 

«olvi*A to bo afraid that the Irish should be able to draw over att 

thoir \\orkmon, all thoir trade and capital, and undersell them 

it\ thoir own markets by at least 1 3 |>er cent. Now, he 6sh 

Hired the committee to attend to that single subjects The Irisb 

cotton trade was to enter England by this plan, at £104- j»er 

cent, dutv, and vet it was said thev wore to undersell the Enir- 

liah cotton manufacturer by 13 per cent.! Besides this, Eng^ 

HtatM tho land had hitherto imported into Ireland at a duty of £10^ per 

thon Irish cent. These three sums together would make £34 per cep^% 

rotn"" therefore if these petitions deserved credit, they had, at that 

imuorl disadvantage, engrossed almost exclusively the Irish marKet,' m 

from which thoir dealings had increased and flourished to an extent 

KiifflNnd, hardly to bo equalled by any other branch of trade kno^n, a 

p^jl*^' thing iK»rfectly beyond the reach of belief. In another 

L Botwftli. branch thei*e was the same exacirerated representation by Mf. 

r "*-' — ^ — ■ 
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ffxf eopiouB testimony at the bar, in the most collected and de- which the 
lib^te mannery and yet the House could learn nothing from ^'^SlJBh- 
him than his haying wishpd to cueross every market to i;\'hich ^^ j,^ 
he had ever thought of sending his wares ; and^ by the by, he cotton 
did not know well how to send them to Ireland for fear of manuiac- 
damage by breakage and other losses. At all risks of crcdlbi- ^^"^^» 
lity and consistency, he sought to find nothing in these propo- Ridicules 
sitknu but ruin to his manufaoture*" \^^ j^' , 

lousy and 

After ridiculing the Idea of comparing a poor with a the Brit- 
rich country, and shovdng that notmthstanding the great ^^h "lanu- 
advAntages predicted to Scotland from her union with especially 
England, the latter had been *'more henefitted by it,'' and J.^J^'^po^r 
that the result of that union "Aa^Z been such as not to country. 
make Mngland averse to a repetition of the experiment ;" that the 
he piioceeded to open "?j°" 

Th«t part of the plan which was entirely and exclusiyely u^*^*^^JI1j 
IftTOurable to this country (England), and which was to be the the latter 
gratuity given by Ireland for whatever benefit she was to de- less than 
rivo, aod the compensation to England for whatever advantage England, 

shfr might give up This compensation was the surplus ^^ ' ^ 

of the Irish hereditary revenue, over and above £654,000 for wouii * 
her : own uses. This would bear an exact proportion to the "not he 
heinefit she was to reap from the new arrangements ; her heredi- averse to 
tary revenue was by customs on almost every thing imported, ^f^{ ^"^ 
by^excise on the most general articles of consumption, and by a mer^" 

houMrtazy levied on the number of hearths in each The (viz., mth 

committee would see^ therefore, that this revenue would in- ^**^J 
crease necessarily as soon as the new arrangement had effect, <« q? 
and: in exact proportion to that effect, every article of which it butb" 
waii cOBB^poied being so closely connected with commerce, wealth, said by 
and population. It was his idea that the supply should be taken him to be 
u..p.oviaion8.nd stores. ^.^^ 

He concluded with submitting an " amended" and ex- a'be^efit!^ 
tended list of" propositions," increasing the number greatly, increase 
and Aiateiially altering and adding to the substance. Mr. ^^ ***® 
Pbx, speaking, to the question a little later, remarked the pro- 
aeyerely upon the high-handed manner in which the first J^j -^h^ 
list had been sought to be pressed upon the House, and stringen- 
prtdscd for their perfection ; whereas now, the minister had ''^• 
b^en ibrcSed practically to admit their great faultiness — ^^^-^-^ 
tbat/by.tjheuii as they first stood, England would have lopt fication of 
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flo great a the monopoly of the East India trade, hazarded the reyenne 

the first arising from spirituous hquors — no distinction having been 

^iK "h^ ^^^® between native and foreign spirits — ^nor any protec- 

been pre- tion provided against the latter. That they would have 

tended, sacrificed the navigation laws, and thereby given up " the 

and great source of commercial opidcnce, the prime origin of 

owTjea- ^^^^ maritime strength," in trust to Ireland, leaving Eng- 

lousy of lish interests totally dependent on her policy and her 

bounty. That a door would be opened to most extenfflVe 

smuggling — ^no bonds, cockets, &c. &c., being required* 

And that Ireland having the power of giving bounties, or 

allowing drawbacks on goods exported to the colonies^ 

might beat England in the colonial market, while she 

could also injure the colonies, by letting in foreign colohial 

goods cheap. 

Inadveru He Continued thus : — 

cnt con- 
fession of I need not state to the committee a fact so universally known, 
hardship as that iho produce of our colonies is dearer than that of the 
1° d" foreign islands. Nevertheless, we have given them the home- 
market, on account of the natural interest we have in them, 
and we must continue to do so. But Ireland has no sach obli- 
gation ; 071 the contrary J her interest would as forciblii lead 
her to the foreign colonies, 

„ Aware of this fact with regard to Ireland, and in order 

ports the to prevent her from thus consulting her o^vn interest, Mr. 
positfons 1 ox supported the new form of the " propositions," 
because of y^^^ pjtt succeeded in carrying liis resolutions, and 
strin- sending tlicm to the Lords. After some amendments 
gency. thcrc, and subsequent amendments, unnecessary to be 
detailed, in the Commons on retm-n, both houses finally 
agreed to, and passed them in the following shape : — 

The pro- !• — That it is highly important to the interests of both coun- 

positions tries, that the commerce between Great Britain and Irelancl 

^ *«^y' should be finally regulated on permanent and equitable princi- 

p^neA in P^^^ ^^^ ^^^ mutual benefit of both countries. 

England. II* — That a full participation of commercial advantages 

should be permanently secured to Ireland, whenever a provi- 

^ sion equally permanent and secure, shall be made by the par- 

^fe liament of that kingdom, towards defraying, in proportion X» 
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its gprowing prosperity, the necessary expenses in time of peace^ 
of protecting* the trade and general interests of the empire. 

III« — That towards carrying into full eftect so desirable a 
settlement, it is fit and proper that all articles, not the g^wth 
or manufacture of Great Britain or Ireland, except those of the 
growth, produce, or manufacture of any of the countries beyond 
the Cape of Grood Hope, to the Streights of Magellan, should 
he imported into each kingdom from the other reciprocally, 
under the same regulations, and at the same duties (if subject 
to duties) to which they would be liable, when imported directly 
from the country or place from whence the same may have been 
imported into Great Britain or Ireland respectively, as the case 
may be ; and that all duties originally paid on importation into 
either country respectively, except on arrack and foreign brandy, 
and on rum, and all sorts of strong waters not imported from 
the British colonies in the West Indies, shall bo fully drawn 
back on exportation to the other. But, nevertheless, that the 
duties shall continue to be protected and guarded, as at pre- 
sent, by withholding the drawback, until a certificate from the 
proper officers of the revenue, in the kingdom to which the ex- 
port may be made, shall be returned and compared with the 
entry outwards. 

IV. — That^ it is highly important to the general interests of 
the British empire, that the laws for regulating trade and navi- 
gation, should be the same in Great Britain and Ireland ; and, 
therefore^ that it is essential towards carrying into cfiect the 
present settlement, that all laws which have been made, or shall 
be made, in Great Britain, for securing exclusive privileges to 
the ships and mariners of Great Britain, Ireland, and the 
British colonies and plantations, and for regulating and re- 
straining the trade of the British colonies and plantations, 
(such laws imposing the same restraints, and conferring the 
same benefits on the subjects of both kingdoms,) should be iu 
force in Ireland, by laws to be passed by the parliament of that 
kingdom, for the same time, and in the same manner, as in 
Great Britain. 

V. — That it is further essential to this settlement, that all 
g^oods and commodities of the growth, produce, or manufacture 
of British or foreign colonics in America or the West Indies, 
and the British or foreign settlements on the coast of Africa, 
imported into Ireland, should, on importation, be subject to the 
same duties and regulations, as the like goods are, or from time 
to time shall be subject to, upon importation into Great Britain ; 
<hr if prohibited from being imported into Great Britain, shall 
in like manner be prohibited from being imported into Ireland. 

VI. — That in order to prevent illicit practices, injurious to 
the revenue and commerce of both kingdoms, it is expedient, that 
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all goodi?, Avliether of the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
Great Britain or Ireland, or of any foreign country, which shall 
be hereafter imported into Great Britain from Ireland, or into 
Ireland from Great Britain, should be put, by laws to be passed 
in the parliament of the two kingdoms, under the same regula- 
tions with respect to bonds, cockets, and other instruments, to 
which the like ffoods are now subject in passing from one port 
of Great Britain to another. 

VII. — Tiiat for the like purpose it is also expedient, that 
when any goods, the growth, produce, or manufacture of the Bri- 
ti«h West India islands, or any other of the British colonies or 
plantations, shall be shipped from Ireland for Great Britain, 
they should be accompanied with such original certificates of the 
revenue officers of the said colonies, as shall be required b j flie 
law, on importation into Great Britain ; and that when the 
whole quantity, included in one certificate, shall not be shipped 
at auy one time, the original certificate, pi*operly endorsed as to 
quantity, should be sent with the first parcel; and to identifj 
the remainder, if shipped at any future period, new certificates 
should be granted by the principal officers of the ports in Ire- 
land, extracted from a register of the original document, speci- 
fying the quantities before shipped from thence, by what vessels^ 
and to what ports. 

VIII. — That it is essential for carrying into effect the present 
settlement, that all goods exported from Ireland to the British 
colonies in the West Indies, or in America, or to the British 
settlements on the coast of Africa, should from time to time be 
made liable to such iluties and drawbacks, and put under suck 
regulations as may be necessary, in order tliat the same may not 
be exported with less incumbrance of duties or imposition than 
the like goods shall be bui*thened with when exported from 
Great Britain. 

IX« — That it is essential to the general commercial interests 
of the empire, that so long as the parliament of this kingdom 
shall think it advisable, that the commerce to the countries be- 
yond the Cape of Good Hope shall be carried on solely by an 
exclusive company, having liberty to import into the poet oi 
I^ndon only, no gooda of the growth, produce, or manufacture 
of any countries beyond the Cape of Good Hope, should be im- 
jwrtable into Ireland from auy foreign country, or from any set- 
tlement in the East Indies belonging to any such foreign coonr 
try ; and that no goods of the growth, produce, or manufaotnre 
of the said countries should be allowed to be imported into Ire- 
laud but through Great Britain ; and it shall be lawful to export 
such goods of the growth, produce, or manufacture of any of.^ 
the countries beyond the Cape of Good Hope to the Streights 
of MwgeUan, fi'om Gi'eat Britain to Ireland, with the same du* 
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ties oretomed thereon as are now retained on their being exported 
to that kingdom ; hut that an account shall be kept of the duties 
ratatnedy and the net drawback on the said goods imported to 
Ireland ; and the amount thereof shall be remitted by the re- 
oeiver^general; of his Majesty's customs in Great Britain to the 
proper offieers of the revenue in Ireland, to be placed to the ao-* 
count of his Majesty's reyenue there, subject to the disposal of 
the parliament of that kingdom ; and that whenever the com- 
merce to the said countries shall cease to be carried on by an 
exeloRFe company, in the goods of the produce of countries be- 
yondLthe Cape of Good Hope to the Streights of Magellan, the 
goods dMMild be importable into Ireland from countries from 
wUksh'they may be importable into Great Britain, and no other; 
and that no yessel should be cleared out from Ireland, for any 
pwrt^^ol' the countries from the Cape of Gt>od Hope to the 
Stlreights ^of Magellan, but such as shall be freighted in Ireland 
hf the ilaid ex<^usiye company, and shall have sailed from the 
port'^' London ; and that the ships going from Great Britain 
to atny^iof the said countries beyond the Cape of Good Hope, 
sbonld not |ye restrained from touching at any of the ports 
IB Ipekttid, and taking on board there any of the goods of the 
growth, produce^ or manufacture of that kingdom. 

X^^^^tThat no prohibition should exist in either country, 
agifldfiBt' the importation, use, or sale of any article, the growth^ 
prodiii6e» «r manufacture of the other, except such as either 
UaigdoM may judge expedient, from time to time, upon com, 
niettl, m^t^ flour, and biscuits ; and except such qualified prohi- 
Utioiis^'Bt present contained in any act of the British or Irish 
pifUluiientff, as do not absolutely prevent the importation of 
gdodsy or manufactures, or materials of manufactures, but only 
regulate the weight, the size, the packages, or other particular 
cfhmtnHances^ or prescribe the build or country, and dimensions 
of tho ship importing the same ; and also, except on arms, am- 
mimition, gfunpowder, and other utensils of war, importable only 
\]f virtue of his Majesty's license ; and that the duty on the im- 
portlttion of every such article (if subject to duty in either 
country) should be precisely the same in one country as in the 
other, except where an addition may be necessary in either 
country, in consequence of internal duty on any such article of 
its-ewn cinnsumption, or in consequence of internal bounties in the 
th^*<6ountry where such article is grown, produced, or manufac- 
tured, and except such duties as either kingdom may judge 
expedient) £rom time to time, upon com, meal, flour, malt, ' and 
bncuilM. 

' Xli.«~Thai in all cases where the duties on articles of the 
g;POWth, product, or manufacture of either country, are differ- 
ent on Uie importation into the other, it is expedient that they 
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be reduced in the kingdom ivhere they are the higkasti to eia 
amount not exceeding the amount payable in the other ; se 
that the same shall not be less than ten and a half per oewl. 
where any article was charged with a dnty on importation into 
Ireland^ of ten and a half per cent, or upwards^ pveyious to 
the I7th day of May, 1762 ; and that all such articles sfaouM 
be exportable, from the kingdom into which they shall be 
imported, as free from duty as the similar oommodities or home 
manufactures of the same kingdom. 

XII. — That it is also proper, that in all oases wheve ike 
articles of the consumption of either king^m shall be charged 
with an internal duty on the manufacture, the said maanfaeturei 
when imported from the other, may be charged with a further 
duty on importation, adequate to oounterYail the internal duty 
on the manufacture, as &ur ajs relates to the duties now Qharg04 
thereon; such fnrtJier duty to continue so long only as ^ 
internal consumption shall be charged with the duty or dutieS) 
to balance which it shall be imposed ; and that, where.- theice h 
a duty on the importation of the raw material of any niairo£Mi4 
ture in one kingdom greater than the like duty on raw 
materiab in the other, such manufacture may, on its impoHik* 
tion into the other kingdom, be charged with such a counter* 
vailing duty, as may be sufficient to subjeot the same^ so 
imported, to burdens adequate to those which the manufaetsre 
composed of the like raw material is subjeot to, in consequiMMe 
of duties on the importation of such material in the kingdom 
into which such manufacture is so imported ; and the said 
manufiewture so imported, shall be entitled to such drawbaolal 
or bounties on exportation, as may leave the same subjeot tO' no 
heavier burden than the home-made manufacture. 

XIII. — That in order to give permanency to the settkhnent 
now intended to be established, it is necessary that no new op 
additional duties should be hereafter imposed in either king* 
dom on the importation of any article of the growth, prodme^ 
or manufacture of the other, except such additional duties ai 
may be requisite to balance the duties on internal con8umptloa» 
pursuant to the foregoing resolution, or in oonsequenoe -of 
bounties remaining on such articles when exported from the 
other kingdom. 

XIV. — That for the same purpose it is necessary furih atfv 
that no prohibition, or new or additional duties, shall be here^ 
after imposed in either kingdom, on the exportation of cny 
article of native growth, produce, or manufacture, frem 
kingdom to the other, except such as either kingdom may 
expedient from time to time, upon oorn, meal, malt, floury and 
biscuits. ' ' 

XVr^That for the same purpose it is necesiarj that Mt 
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iNNmiies whdtavar Bhoiild be paid or payable in either king- 
doniy. -on the exportation of any article to the other, except 
such as relate to com, meal, flour, and biscuits. And except 
ako the bounties at present given hj Great Britain on beer 
and apint* distilled £rom corn, and such as are in the na- 
tore .of dnwbacksy or, compensations for duties paid. And 
tjiat ^0 bounty should be payable on the exportation of any 
article /to anj British colonies or plantations, or to the British 
settlements on the coast of Africa, or British settlemoats in the 
East JncEes,. or any manufacture made of such article, unless 
iorfiaaee where a similar bounty is payable in Great Britain on 
sifMMTtation from thence, or where such bounty is merely in the 
Batiu» of a drawback or compensation of or for duties paid over 
and'-abore any duties paid thereon in Great Britain ; and where 
any internal bounty shall be given in either kingdom, on any 
gooda niaini&ctsired therein, and shall remain on such goods 
ishen i exported^ a countervailing duty adequate thereto may 
be laid upon the importation of the said goods into the other 
kingdom. 

XVI,i— That it is expedient for the general benefit of the 
British Empire, that the importation of articles from foreign 
countzdea should be regulated from time to time in each king- 
dom, on such tennis as may effectually favor the importation of 
similax articles of the growth, produce, or manu&cture of the 
OthoT) esLoept in the oases of materials of manufactures, which 
9j^e» o^ hereafter may be allowed to be imported from foreign 
countries duty free ; and that in all cases, where any articles 
are, or may be, subject to higher duties on importation into 
4)ui kingdOim £fom the countries belonging to any of the States 
of North America^ than the like goods are or may be subject 
tg^ WJ^i^ imported as the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
the . British, colonies and plantations, or as the produce of 
fisheiies cfMnried on by British subjects, such articles shall be 
subject to the same duties on importation into Ireland, from 
^ eountries belonging to any of the States of North America, 
49 tbQ same are or may be subject to on importation from the 
said countries into this kingdom. 

; XVII. — That it is expedient that measures should be taken 
to prevent disputes touching the exercise of the right of the 
ii^vabitants of each kingdom to fish on the coast of any part of 
thA British dominions* 

. XYIII.— That it is expedient that such privileges of printing 
Vii. vending books, as are or may be legally possessed within 
Great Britain, under the grant of the Crown or otherwise, and 
the copyrights of the authors and booksellers of Great Britain 
should continue to b^ protected in the manner they are at 
present by the laws of Great Britain; and that it is just 
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that measures should be taken by the parliamenUof Ireland^ 
for giving the like protection to the copyright of the authors 
and booksellers of that kingdom. 

XIX. — That it is expedient that regulations should be 
adopted with respect to patents to be hereafter g^ranted, for 
the encouragement of new inventions, so that the rights, 
privileges, and restrictions thereon granted and contuned, 
shall be of equal duration and forc« throughout Great Britain 
and Ireland. 

XX. — That the appropriation of whatever sum the gross 
hereditary revenue of the kingdom of Ireland (the due collec- 
tion thereof being secured by permanent provisions) shall 
produce, after deducting all drawbacks, repayments, or bounties 
granted in the nature of drawbacks, over and above the sum 
of £656,000 in each year, towards the support of the naval 
force of the empire, to be applied in such manner as the parlia- 
ment of Ireland shall direct, by an act to be passed for that 
purpose, will be a satisfactory provision, proportioned to the 
growing prosperity of that kingdom, towards defraying, in time 
of peace, the necessary expenses of protecting the trade and 
general interests of the empire. 

Mr. Pitt moved on address to the Throne, relative to 
these resolutions. 

Beau. Lord Beauchamp opposed, on the ground of the hurry 

<^^pop- and insufficiency of the plan. He denied that Ireland was 

propod- impatient for it : — 

tions. 

It might crush the in&nt manufactory of Ireland in the first 

instance, and ultimately injure those of Great Britain 

Shon^ The vindication of it, on the allegation that the Irish pariia- 
the con- nient was determined to lay on protecting duties, was not well 

duct of grounded In none of four instances produced was 

Ireland their hostility ..Beer was raised because the Irish 

had been, jj^^d excise on it was raised. The duty on wire was pointed 
against Dutch wire, not British, and was only to last a year^... 

As to muslins and calicoes, there was only the a^^- 

cation of an old law of Charles II. ; and the increase of doty 
on sugar arose from the different principles on which the draw- 
back of our last duty was calculated, of which the Irish parlia- 
ment made the application, and fixed their port-duty accord- 
ingly In the case of woollens, the Irish parliament 

had recently disclaimed the principle ; and indeed the whole 
history of their rates is a proof that they have carried their 
commercial preference for Great Britain to as great a length 
as one country can expect from another • No recipro- 
city in these arrangements. British prohibitions on wool and 



^ 
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fiiller^s earth perpetuated, while Irish bay yarn, linen yarn, and and the 

raw hides secured to the British market for ever. In beer and ^P^^^ ^ 

• ».•.. J J. • J • 1 J • •. character 

9pints Dotinties are reseryed, to give a decided superiority of these 

against Ireland. He further observed, that the llth and 12th arrange- 

propositions would also militate against her, and that the coast ments to 

regulations of ** bonds" and " cockets" would embarrass and ' 

tend to restrict that trade, which the Irish parliament desired 

to iBxtetid. That the 7th inconvenienced Ireland only, and as England's 

to the linen trade, the plan gave " no new security." England*s y^°"" * 

prerioas policy was founded on the wisest views of the subject to Irish 

tor her 0¥m interest. By si:^ering Irish linens to come in free, linen had 

die secured the best materials for her own printing trade ; and ^^^ *° 

by granting a bounty on their export, she insured to the Lon- ^^^[ ^^ ^" 

don fiustors the commission and other advantages of sending herself. 

iheaL to every part of the world. 

Mr* Eden professing to speak " as one of the agents for Mr. teden. 
the British manu&cturers, and. for the landed interests, and nature*©? 
stock-holders of England," thus described the general nor- *^® ^l^^le 
ture of the plan : — ^ *"' 

Great Britain was to give : First, the carriage from Ireland 
to this kingdom, of colonial produce, after landing in Ireland. 
Second, an access to the British markets. Third, a national 
compact not to raise the duties on Irish linens. 

It must be clear to the reader, tliat the first of these 
bamu to Ireland was a mockery. England haying, of 
course} the power to import direct from her colonics, would 
not of course, prefer to pay an increased price on their 
commodities commg through Ireland. 

As to the second boan^ Ireland was to compensate for it, 
by thoroughly opening her market to England, then and 
finrever. 

That the third was but the continuance of a matter of 
advantage to England herself, we have seen confessed in 
Lord Beauchamp's words already quoted. 

So much for the " boons to Ireland." In return Eng- 
land, according to Mr. Eden, was to obtain : — 

1«— -A control and superintending power of legislation in 
matters of trade and commerce. 

2. — Acquiescence of Ireland in the perpetual duration of the 
East and West Indian monopolies. 

o 
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Mr. Eden, with astonighiDg canrfoti?'?^ i)4*id^fi'l%i?^t%^3afd. 



injustice .^jP^9^;,<^f ^r f 9x^p^^^SR^4.m,thf,a^5ag,^twaj^^: 

the Irish parliament in tneir altered shape, upon the, 12th 

io^reuorr Ahim$^:bjpa>resbliibtion'*^f^Tka* werwaj^ nmiiilaiB^iiir &lf 

are vigor- ^0^m^,ff}f^\mii,_i^ kgislate.for If^la^4^jf|^^^g5j 

Flood, ^f)>Mp;>€t<*aittoa<Tii]d'^hei'daBdi^m^ (torn 

would have ventured to tmnk of Dnngmg such resolunons 
Jbdfitfe tl^ Id^ipar^ameniu- -'' f:- H^.-iM-^b jrilt oone^inds A 
odMt. cEIood^ anotionvTi^>esBdcdL?by^hJ^^ 
Orde) on a point of form ; biiitrrmuDmgtsH litoiiigh^IMrii)^ 

j^rtb^' sktmgi eondemnlif^otf bf life Siig^^ 

Whifih hi& 0(Uit)0d^^)«ted b^i^ingiAthe ^efieedis^dsj^ttfCtei 

promise the legislative independence of Ireland. ' '^^ 

olifio^ukttotdingfyvi iBtute'thia^iCBt«fei«qft>(fiext*4|t7%/^^ 
pretexts he put forward fait ^e^piuirpOferjwieii^t^slttUbflolp 

■'^i ■■ •-'tO-<reC0Kd«>-i 'M.-: • •■ ;,-. .;-■»;« 1- {i!\ii?vil S^ r?d:^r«r osil IVXHTjioBiiB 

[ivZr '•■'Mft »G'«itf«n' 6!b(]^^»tly ^'*itiffi^dfirty>d«ta«^t^ 
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ptifi^^lted^^^l^ie«t5^W'^^^^ the Paribus injus- 

the &oe of llie propositions themselves, and indeed 'in the 






^iiM]fe^§fHlfM^i^f^ even by the shadow of 

^BfiSaat'^i? Ifi^ff^'f hat it is Tinnecessaiy tb go into them/ 
One sentence WMjf. Grattah's Lowell expressed the 
^<fll !mWfW'M'^^ relations with (ireat 

^iS^i^^fei% ^8 '4^^ i^i 'Although limited to spa<^ : 

Whence tne restrictions on Irish trade and commerce? GrattAn 
\Vhence Ae old misconstruction of the act of navigation ? ^^ *^® 
WHaSBc;f%iA'9ftim ieVil 6f sriffering one couiatry to regulate ^7™£l 
llidtea40^-&tdr3UBvI^ti(m of another^ and of institating^ under tionsof 
^^ ^^V!^-ff^(V^^ pr^tc^^, a.proud domination ; which, sa^ the three 
c ^ ioes tlie^injt(9rests Q^the whole to the ambition of apart, and <^ountiief. 
fu^f'rne uuie' piiiAdjii of the monopolist with the i^pvereigQ. 
potency of an impdrUl pairliament. For great nations, wheA 
tmasA gifiib'wknMunl »wi,yv follow but their naiture^ w^en tihey 

ufetY than mr Iimititifi: the principles of human power.' . 

8nonifIo£iri it')jjs 'j;2ri:T:'"='; r.' ; :*^ .. '■ '■■•■ . '*^' • ' '! •'• 

A sentence that dropped from a supporter oi Mr. Qrde^ 
liiC)Mitf«ynjfiLM*iP.^ < fc^ >^SL Canice, deaorveB also to . be 

^^^^RH^tticf Bttdutti^^cbllect ihej were riot gom]j to forili An Allusion 
&fdildolXiliS/«ontrttcifii like the treaty of tmion between- Bngland ^ ? 
lAli^9 if^ie^.ilh?; foment th^ act o£ union pawe^iU the? p^r** 
j)^j§i^ wmihilatec^ pr r9(ther;i|pieMped in th«t 

cotvGrreat JOrntain; ani.n tiie articles ,qf union had proved 
Jtijjia^^M^ie* tb'tke people of Scotland, they itere left 
^imSmt^TlfiDffiiyci they should Jind- in, th$ mode* 

t^^^f^*^ifJ^(SiViti§li.pftrU4^ or die haziurd3 of a civil 

arlH$9digvglhr0ii<iheiS|^: some lextntots from the admfatible 
9e0dlUifB£l(><9ijQaniK»%betQ^ . r; . 

'^"Ftfi%di'Wfe&i!''Wall*tKat'this system ihtotddehd in an opfeA Flood'g 
attack upon the rights of Ireland in commerce and condtittMion final de- 
•tnjtefu^^^j^, origin, ^.^ppe^r^d t^;in« to be a e^ner^d attack ^^^^^J^i^^ 

o2 
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" propo- The King's speeeli declared that this system was only to ad- 
sitions." jug^ matters not before adjusted — ^yet the very second oft the pi:l- 
ginal ten propositions, in contradiction to this, went only to ob- 
jects that had been before adjusted in 1780 and 1782 — namely, 
foreign trade and British c<:donial trade. 

As to foreign trade, one word despatches that, vis. — the woi^ 
Independence. Independent Ireland has every right of foreign 
trade that Britain herself possesses. For this, therefore, she 
had no compact to make with Britain. This had been adjusted 
in 1782. iBritish colony trade was adjusted in 1780.. Th^ 
British parliament then declared, that the unshaken loyalty of 
Ireland entitled her to participate in every advantage of Bi^itipJ^L 
colony trade. The British act of parliament in pursuance of-jQiifi 
resolve^ authorised Ireland to trade to the British colonies fulfil 
like advantages as Britain herself. In equity, and good feiiii^ 
what can we have to ask that these did not give ? Or can Bri- 
tain, without impeaching her own candour, now say that she .thou 
withheld anything? She then boasted the liberality of that 

transaction. * * * * * * * 

♦ .♦ * * * .* « ♦'• 

As to Ireland's not having paid for the transaction of 1780»;1 
say thB argument would be a sordid one, were it founded on &ct 
-^--whieh it is not. The sentiment of the British parliament jffL 
1780, ^as a wiser and more statesmanlike conception, li w^ 
iShat the unshaken loyalty of Ireland entitled her to those adwf^" 
tages ; and surely that is a price above all prices. But Irel^D^ 
paid lor it in two ways beside ; and in each of them .moare tjian 
t^ value of the object. Firstly, she gave to the Britl|)i fxfyr 
zffes, a monopoly of her consumption in those articles in which' 
she then obtained that free trade. Now I say universally t' thdt 
may nation pays too dear for one market, wh^i she gives up^^dll 
other markets for one. And particularly, that the nation p^y^ UH^r 
dearly for the sugar market of the British colonies, who gives up 
aU other sugar markets for the British, which is neither t]usi>esft 
nor the cheapest^ Secondly, I add, that Ireland paid iy ^^ 
for the direct trade more than it was worth; and I proVfe w 
thus:— £10 per cent, is a good profit in general ori tr%i.de^ WteEl 
Tkb trade can afford to pay the whole, nor the greater ^pnrt ofiis 
clear profit in tax. To apply this : — we paid for that dire<^' 
trade an estimated sum of tax to the amount of above £lOO/dob 
per annum. Now this would be the whole dear profit, ftts^ClO 
per cent, of £2,000,000 worth of trade. Could the wbole cle^ 
profit be afforded in tax ; or can the whole increase of traffic,, ]by 
the direct trade, amount in any series of years to anything 1^ 
the enormous sum of Two Millions ? Most certainly ,not« . , ,, 

< , ■ .i i 

* * The boldest stroke was, in the very mome.^f Ire- 
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]&hd was soliciting higher duties on import, in order to give pro- 
t6«tk>u to her mannfaotures, to compel her to propose iu the 4th 
of the origmal ten resolutions, that she should never have such 
protectii^ resolutions. The 4th does this bj requiring that the 
lowM; existing duties should, viz. — the^Trish, shall, hereafter, be 
f^ |»oM-dutiefl for both kingdoms. Now experience proved 
these too low to protect Ireland, and therefore she had prayed 
te'lurre them raised, but the 4th proposition made her negative 
her own application. Notwithstanding this a fear began to be 
intertwined in England, that by some possibility these low duties 
ini^ht suffer some Irish manufacture to escape into the British 
ttivrket. Therefore an expedient was adopted, at the latter end 
^ the 3rd proposition, by whi<^ Britain should have higher pro- 
M*tm^ duties, without appearing to mean it. This was by 
^eimnienfmlirhg duties^* that is to say, that the port-duties, 
Chdagh toe low for the protection of Ireland, should be equal ; 
Imt that t^e ccnmtry that had the highest internal duties on con- 
sumption, might add to the port-duty a countervailing duty, in 
proportion to its internal imposts, whereby the before equal du- 
tiM would become unequal. Now we have only to ask, which 
ef "diesie kingdoms now has, and which of them, as richer, must 
idwajff be able to have, the highest internal duties on consump- 
tiba? — Undoubtedly Britain. What follows? That Ireland 
wits 'made in the oonntervailing principle to propose, that Bri- 
tahd slioiild have higher duties against Irish imports, than Ireland 
fll^n&rt British imports. Certainly the weaker country required 
ttNire pro^tectieid than the stronger, though she would be eontent 
%)llir a protection equal to what Britain had long enjoyed, and 
Ify 'the loilg enjoyment of which Britain had gained such advau- 
tagbous ground as Ireland could never recover, nor Britain 
eVerloee* 

The Attorney-General, Right Hon. John Scott, argued 
that tliese resolutions would confirm to Ireland the benefits 
i^ i^QW held only at England's pleasure, under the 20th 
Oeo. in., chap. 10. (passed in 1780, and known by the 
litle of the Act of Free Trade.) 

Mr. Ogilvie, M. P. for Ballyshannon, said that this was not Last fal- 
eofrect, but had been advanced by the Attorney- General, be- lacy, as to 
jbause he knew " that the bill now introduced by the British mi- these pro- 
ittster, clashed with the act of 1780, and could not be passed U°^^g°°/ 
while the latter continued in force, and that he had, of conse- benefit to 
quence, seen the necessity of representing this act as a favour Ireland, 
granted by Great Britain, held at her discretion, and revocable upset, 
at her pleasure. He (Mr. Ogilvie) positively denied that it 
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Tras »o revocky e, ' ter mit'theiefe ^W ^iua^bd'^'^iaif^ii^i^i^' 
tation and exportaition allbw^ Irf ^s wi% fthcft>Juii^'b^Uiiui>t 
anoe'sot loagrabd in such ve9|Mctly9 0«ises,oi4y,,A'|,thf:.gp9dj^^r 
1^7 of th^m^ &c., .shall be %h}e Iquion^e a^t;or a^qits of |yy^jliament# 
tp be made in thelangdom of Ireland, to equq4 duties a^d'oraw-'^ 
hacks, knd shall l>e ihade subject to the' naiJO&ibcM^si-t^jgMei^ 
ti6M, and i^BtriotioDS^ as the like :goodB^ Aoi^ iflKpbited} fireia» 9it 
impoiEied inta Gre^ Britan, j^Qm t)|e Sri^^^if^pfup ^;^tlj|fb 
\yest Ji^diesx Ameripaxand Africa. Th^Siit ^^as for Jrelana to 
terminate the act. by noi performing the condit^cilis 'dnif63^^^t^ 
thif g^ntof ltd ad^antitfgeiar. iHe Was ifeadf,^ B«r<9«^^ti %^,Jii^tfI 
Tf^hh the-ChaaodlloTDf theiExohequeryXj^l^'f^^'KlJ^ tidf 
prfaftoipl^iof ^h«. present biJl w^f.^the.WP^.rft^^^^fiiJt^f?^^ 
Qeo. 1(1. cbap^ 1 0^ . But thai^ act expressly provided against we 
e^ten^'ng of'the principle to the ti'aHe eiijoj^ hjr'Si^E^y^ 
viMd^y hut only t6 the import; and export Whiih 'mtx^f^JvSL h^ 
itself. This was the Magna Charts, of I^i9hi!l|r^i(idb|jj^£fnifii|Qg|(^ 

t^bf^de^oyed..^.. V , ■ 4^i ■I/,n.,|n:^>HW, 

♦ * * As to trade with foreign 'edotktfe^ Ir^ttflf' 

was not restricted by the act of 1780, bnthe agt«^itfaBih)]|ina 
ait::oqmlawi,fab^qonst|^^tib^of.tl^ mvigat^QfU?|f^ Mf^^QEi^ 
l^. y.etyerto*^^? ^^U Irjejand was restrained from^niercpurse with j 
foreign colonics ; but then gentlemen must acbhit, tnS; ton wS* 
structibn put Ireland on an equkl footing with G^eftt ^iMiK^^I^^ 
.opened l^itteh porta to Irish diipsy as.it did .Irwh>fl9Rl9 tQ SB- 
tish ships. If this was denied, the, Irish .P^9f(o'T!^IZM$f%^ 
strained from trading with foreign colonies ; it jf, wexe amnitt^ 
she had a right to the intercourse which was iiiad^ AGT 
foir* the^ 'present dettl€»)aeDt>' and Was consir 




the prioe >that she was -to reoeire for tihe nmn^rcffifi 4^8ftjlyji0tafl9ft 

she was to submit to in return. i t rr 

Jj/iJilyfLl 

'The det&^te ended with a majority fbi- ditfgo^^^SaeiriJ^ 
thfe? ntrmbci^ b^iilg — ''■f ■ ohnu lahioloo 

'■ ■ Ayes, ... ^ ... .;:^-'yir^tiivfloi* 

"" Noes, ... .., ~ ' .:. - -^''iolB^^^q ^ 

Majority fo(r the Kesolutidns, ;., .-m.^; l^i' — .g 

Proposi- This . majority, however, was cdnsiHered 'rob "^limfl^^ 
though especially taking Into acooimt the ^personal ^P]^^n^<^_^ 

carried, 

done/by wIth tjie measur^ and f P ^^ ^'^® dropped';' m^^ 



though ^^ir^ — r-j •--—"& —-' — - — •• . V*- J\ riTL -^JT >> J 

carried, those who composcd the TTunority , to justirj'' liifjfier TOb| 

donpd^J with tjie measure, and so it was dropped';' m^^mni 

govern- makmg his retreat with a motion on the lo^ oi An] 



*Cf/Ji9t 
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thmcnttiQll]|d€f&dill :Aie X)9eK>k^^ , .,.•;,, cent shew 

io^><^^8t'i^atidinfttod >«ksb8i1^ oe^^ on thatoccMion;: ,^^)[^f^; 

k^r-rt^^ri € i ■ _i^ .. ^uonancl 

-Wii-ir5c,:^r.t?:T.:^..'. '^^ .: •, \^' • ,. .. 6. point. 

iW|j|j^^^iTOb.,Jhi8toi^^ eloquently tt^ joy at iient. 

dB ^re8iA<V«ncktibeu>liaite that this would be the kdt Attad; . 
dif^^tH6, t^Mi^iShidoilr of Ireland. The ministerid sneakejtsi 

Q!?^fef3ftyil^5ff7sfPff -^ temper; and used the most unwortby 
hllgH»g» ^^^^^n6e.,to the capabiUtiesi of their oou^try/ 
Mil IWbd^iteii ^eiriarked at the end of the discussion^ that 
li't^HdEfrd'jWore iniscfaieTOU^j or more inflattunai-' 

^^{?WSl^X^fCW ff ff^ rfeyucy : fofly* Tlie Chancellor of 
t^ En(4(€m»«r 4£VHyt6«) re§nnt^ tlie cxpreseun^ and n^OYodi 

» WhcBeupon^Mr. FJood said, "Let my wdrds be takei* 

4SflB!Wlj^W*^??^tract-^y expression;.! am laeady ta 
MiiptniiTiaiiiyidefeBditfe'. <- 

^^kiA^m wbtjiB'W^ not taken doWn. Ther gOvenm^nt' 
faj^^^'lj'*^ ihS^' Ve spoke what would be 'the feeliiig of. 
tbQi#:^Mi»^9»'TFl^ debate should come.belbrQ them« ,,^ 

-ilK itf tcnsi^cessary ito make more extended comiociit oi^^Generai 

tSB^WfiM^feui^^ '..: :hremarks. 

^Jtfg^Xqp^ H confessed, that these prpjpost;.;^ 

tktfMljengiQMtedrili .tbOrfeai: of Ireland protecting ~heir m^u?^ 
fie6fftf(i^^^^k%«Bli' ibr ^^ high duties on her impocta; in^ 
England. ' ■ . ^ .,.-.• ^jir 

-4^fr>5Bfcfy7. w^tt tq ftjbter ; Ir^lawl m ; her .foneign^, ja|id 
colonial trade; and to make England's .comx2;^rc^:Jbgi^l^*(. 
tion yirtwVy control us. Also, to raise our taxation, and 
to pledgBit^his coimtry irrevocably, and most uuGpnstitu- 
tionally,-taii tribute. 

3. — T6^ appease the - JBnglii^ . manufacturersi^ . ,( whoso 
jealougy yras pronounced by the English minister him^^lf^ 
to be^^imonmt, unreasoiu^ and excessive; as welj he ', ,'. 

ijght^go ae$ignate. it, when the propositions went to fetter; - '- 
rejmd in their favor,) the scheme was advocated in 

}ffmi 8p.a.(g^ to. her, wMle the Irish parham^t were ;' ' 

that it was a gain to Ii'cland. 



'''-4;'^^bdiind' -wft0 '^prosEMd-'freo aco68»; ta^fthdJ 
idi^'ket, wfaick' Bbe woakl ha^v^ 'got ki naMi^ibvrt ^iot^la 
^9e^iy^*'fi6 the ihtemd taa^ee <]^ Eikgluid i^ere to 'jusl% 
hl^^ «^ cdtMteo^VAiliiig^ o^ biitoiofaig< dutnlB on MAk'ga^A 
'^i^rmg'hetMH^i^^ was t^ <KMlitmtie''fi»'^M^. 

6^ flieii^lbwWtiQs an Blityk imp<)»t84 notwhb^tiniffii^ 
iMt ihe Bag^b' iii&cnu^»ctu]r^ wa« ' kblef, after 'ptying' AiKitt^ 
id todfertfl^tl t^ M^ttim^^ -^ '> •' ' - ^'^xj 

• Ifa fiftbk; 'flfer i^ i^hetb^ar to-th^ aiij^^aifiit 

fiti^ sfs^tl&l i^t td ccmi»tekM3t tiie k^mme^^dfll il^ 
le^kt^e- ^iKleit^^dence, which EhglMd bud- hBmit^ 
|)dlea to 'coiKiieafe to Iceland a few y^atfe liel^re. J ' ^ ■ ^ J^-^' ^i«<| 
' '^^3%^ deftat W^, to^eequently^ ^' triumph l^plna^a^, 
^t,.'ovrihg to the mlMormed'0tate^^4l^'i^teli;t^^ 
'^k'TAiL tttt*<ttpb. Fflilkig to obtmn her eadfip l^^^^Mil^ 
England revived upon the Uniofn, ia- order ^it^^^-'4l^ 
regaifi; and extend' h^ old domifin/don. ^FMffiiyM^ii&y 
\6iD'i^uptii6n H^fi^rtiUmtely gaye her the* idea^r'ffiti^tb^tili^ 
kt^ ^h« dedionkcdl expeditot of lometitiei^ $t Teb^oiP^^i 
£fiffefiM'tbe c^iitrtirj'^ and give exntise fer niiUlsdff ;:^^^ 
uhe ^ctiireed: our trJumph only fifteen yfeare'totei*^ 'tffld 
^^l^oj^ed Our commerce, <)ur manufeetures^ ^durleglBllifd^ 
5ndepWkdenbe,'and our national prosperity: ' -' ^ ''' -^ i-f^-^- 
Obstruc- 'Besides the pfAitftahready mentioned^ in whSct'^Ar^idiyL 

* r°oT Irit 8**i^» fi^ existed; a,fter the armngejnerife-^^^lttd|^ 

of Ire- unfftVourabld to the ftdl developement of tb^ resottfokpqf 

!&*elai3(d5^ h^' advance towards 'proepetity 'w^'fi'g<kA*'iM 

impeded by the heavy public expenses to which' ttiefilMKf^ 

made pro- g^y of thegovetoment cbntmiKilly'subjeotepd bieri>'yef A^ 

gross. pFogre88€fd with wteit, Considering every - tUng, "WM^ an 

extraordinary rapidity, and in a manner that fully juMi^A 

tbe^ expresiifoii of -Lord Chancellor Clare^in 17di8v wbM 

reviewihgx 1^ occurrences of the prcfVious ^iixteen-jftdttiL 

^•'Theite is not,'* s^ftd he, "a nation on th» M^Gtil^ 

b^itabk globe, which has advanced in cuUiviitSon^'fin 

AgriKHilture, in manufeoturee, >vith such rapidity, witU* 

the dame^ pcri6d, as Ireland.** The present Lord^^Chwy 
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ieioMded iiis opmion to the aame effect, in 17999 as did 
•Is^ XiiQsrd Phmket and others. As we have touched upon 
lhi» subjeoti .we will add here one or two remaining 
jjofi^onk^ to the prosperity of Ireland under her own 
Ijurjitignept* - On the 18th December, 1798, the bankers of 
.{ivfldiii'lMMcl a meeting, in which they passed these resolur 
til^ dr-r^^ I^e^olyed, that since the renunciation of the 
power of Great Britain in 1782, to legislate for Ireland, 
|ihq,>f0nUaACi9e >an4 prosperity of this kingdom have emi- 
kwntljr 'inereaAed»" ^^ Resolved, that we attribute these 
bteginga, lender providence, to the wisdom of the Irish 
parliament/* .< The Guild of Merchants, resolved as follows, 
(o¥i:ft4lhT Jianiiary, 1799,) — ^^That the commerce of Ireland 
has increased, and her manufactures have improved, beyond 
.e^mi^^ple, ; sinoe the independence of this kingdom was 
.^i^estM^ l>y tiie exertions of our countrymen in 1782." 
. .^^ken lu&d^ all the disadvantages of the remaining re- After Be- 
sfirictiaQB and inequalities in her commercial relations with ^^m^ 
iFing)ffnd:^-K>f the profligate expenditure of a corrupt and tions 
hfiii^e gonenunent, unchecked, because her parliament was exist. 
Au^efo^fined-rHind of the terrible and wasting wars which 
fflaipr^jeii the latter years of the period 1782-1800, Ireland 
still so wondcrAilly prospered — ^what may not be expected 
^SQ&K her, when her reformed and freely-elected parliament 
.diall b^il^slating for her interests with the lights and ex- 
.perieiices of the present day, and a perfect and ever present 
iasi^^ of their speedy accountability to the intelligent a^d 
kAgh^n^inded constituent body ; when thus a potent check 
ji^ control, can be constitutionally had over the executive 
,-«*-wbien English influence over our legislation shall be at- 
itoiiiabl^ only by evidences on her part of a real disposition 
.|Or.eoneiIia|e and be Mends — and when disputes with 
fiisr^gn^eouiitries vrill be rendered most unlikely, firsts by 
th^ pacific and honest policy which the people of Ireland 
will djictate to their representatives; and, second, by the 
redpeet which a country of such immense and developing 
resources^ and such vast growing strength, will impress 
upon other nations. 



tween delay us long; ^.^[iT^tJi^.-rfc^ie jE^fl^^.^iyijr^ Ji%|^t J^^ 
Ireland"' **^^^g *^® renunciation by England c^jtey^p^i^to^olg^^ 




the East. infc:,jl78a4^? Wt Jte cM^ter ,)|fa3|,ev*3j^;d^^^^^^ SmoMo 

b^g&^:;fop^ t^ 

woiil4;)be ^fottpd ft; a^afogto^t wrwg!?mf^rW^fy#eii»|^ 
tli*(-']5^dia ,tmde; -TBe leader (kas-^seefa-how?*^^ 

Mr. Pon. rife 1 TC^ agim. m \t9^?IVJ[^SewJfi-l^^ 

motwns f^ *1^ '*>^<**#^ Q£InBifitwge,.br©wgbti4l^^ttbjlbc* 

on this^ ag£tin.' The ^mnetits- ha\4ng ))een ^sksj^ysep^ bi^^npticm^fo 

»»bject. tl%:ppi j;n^;Iatle:i: pcca^i^ tvill sui^c^'^'^^JS^^^^ 

prifitci^^iiiasBnioli a» i the ^East Indk GamfSJOf ,i9tfrst{#b4^3 

»i88a*t6iftPWWtf* 

il 





fr(Hn tarisute i^ikChkak <a»d Jopan^^ • ^He'eetimalttdtllB^ 
lapA paidto EngMd Jbr^Eastert^cid^a^ 

expodrtiuidony. which woiddof ooteW;ba4«>lie.ft>y«jj^af^^ 




injure her' -viHithaQt binefiitrngi^urselTQa-^fT^thaAiTti^jblkdi^ 

mbhejr for' tbef tra4e- 

ex^t}Uig,iuYe3tmenfe a^i ,1 

increase it, it, .would be fiWibeit^?; tar-en^pl^^^it j%tit^WBPir( 

and finally, tiiilrt the system of , taking /thpser gfiii6dgfjfiQdimjf, 
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M 1SMmhiilgf^'(ihi,ik6!.^ S^ the Iri^ DeSatesi i^^ ' •' 





t|mt this waA not'g^vipLg' up a^rignt, but mitkmg A volitntii.l*y 
ccWceiSfitli dF^bif'^x^i^^F tliat rigkt; ^, W sairdy <'wa»ii 
ni6i«X0fetji(iiiibBsiMiii^ ilo^fdbji^gntioii^ bntieomiiig fpxwfifrd;^'^ 
d«jBlpd tfe^jph^j^jib^ iif^ajDm.^8 aiid^ servility, of ^^.-Capadp.-,: 
' r . Ckkefug^al^eiai^n likd said, ",dont . engage the counfiry in ' 
^ v^axhsfi niined ctli'tiiat'ilave ever adventtfreS in it," ft^'-' 
¥<6ii^liL((i:^M' i%Mt''t1i€f nioit^ went to engage thettiritov 
CHHl^rceinnoLbswoS^actoseid;.^^^ of the Q<»ufi|ry tovliidifvt.; 

to be eaten. No act of parliament can prescribe the .chan];ieUi 
birfvbicb c^mmenee shall flow-r^it was the obiect of the niotioii 

oI<^ufDil^t4 Jiftdlfe^ii,. urged against, the .nw>tiQn>r-t;hat ah^, 

therefore buy at London for £200, what you can iiiipani 
dffBffiM^iitb^tllilfe' foiP^iE50.''-i-He desb-ed the House to ^oiii'i 
8iAM^(i#b!!i^tb«r, '^/o^iL ^ JBOsraaaa • &itb. and connooajprobiityj, ■ >^ 
ihi|t-^9€^d.j ifefjyb^e^t^ ^^^}T: fellowirs^bjipcts th,e exerqisp of this. , 
rLdit« whicb- $J1 «4^^Y^^^.^&^ them to possiess ;— foi^ his {i^rt, . 
he ihpugnt jQop; and liv the det^rinination df the House onthflj^ 
qtiOEMSFlltkl:^ 1:^ stand dr lall, if Irelaltid' woi'iiOly' ^ 

ateBb<ltelhm^n>{ I -lOp (tbosetw^to woiJd hold out the t^/reali.f^f'; 

J^«^fifffi*«iMp^j^:M«R^^^ this mqtipn, he _ 

wa8,particmarly seyere.J ^Hfe protested that his blood riipi cold 
li&^i^Q^Wiiim a nionient, this country iii'strcH^- 

ciftelhst^(re6,^&i'shei dredded hostility froni a sifit^r kingdoi^:; 
fOK/is^dtting-iitiid ei^ercisi;!^ ^hat was i^ckopwladgp^ h^^ .^Jl- i 
d ^ 




people of Engl 

oS^4^jMelr6d< riiobopoHiits. The present he coEoeeivedio be.«i-.r 
q»*tfttt ♦f.ige^^yoi li^iSjS. ft»d a« a friend to th« Ub^ti.es p^. . 
tna.D^opk of England and Ireland, he shoula vote for it. 
^Mr, Qrat^ followed Mrl 'Cui^ra'n, and supported iher 'To&ilorii * 
he ^ttfftf ^tHit '' " tfjfe iHeuse of Gomtfiofls of ■- Ineland We5pe»:aofc '- 
jiilfi]£4d;i44uid aa'power-to reject the -principle oif;^ bi}!^: ]i^]|icb>in 
lik^il^jl^^eBjt^ wa^.fo confer a beneiit to the: peopleof j[relan4 |f 
— to .liberaie tibe commerce and constitution of the hingdoTh,' 
whi8K; feoSymt had^beeii'k'd^ced% ^tlemfe, appeirtd 
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Motion 
defeated. 



niusory 
modifica- 
tion of it 
prepared 
in 1793, 
by go- 
vernment, 
in order 
to get the 
Irish par- 
litmentto 
renew the 
East India 
Cokupa« 
ny'g Char- 
ter. 



to ^uipg imd depend from the eoQititutfian widtoonmerce^ul 
Britain. Parliament had, hip granted* ft ri^btty i|[f^iM)j!|ff if n4 
regulate trade, But they had none to destroy it. as they, did tl\e 
India commerce.^ 

The ohlig^tion of this country :to Gireat Britain wate UtA«f$ 
he mentioned her modification of the Channel inpu)e» aodI:lMf 
interpretation of the navigation act, as ip^tances 9f un^Eiirepn- 
dnct on thfe part of Britain. " As to the |)rdfea of this or any 
other trade^ parliament had' no right fo ti^ 'itt)s)UV'iire6 '^m- 
skleration % to leave the trade open was their dutyv thttl'ii^'the 
merchant to consider of its profits. The ^ant pf ;capitAl ipiiwi^^ 
&1V0I0US ohjection, for if the bill passed^ there ^oi)ld be uih 
ported capital; he knew that there was a very largW'fereign 
capital ready to he embarked to-morrow in the trade, if H'SfiFm 
opened ; and he called to the reeoUectibn of gej:ttii^]BlCQi;thait fche 
principal arguments ministers had used > in fiftvour of , the ppopqfirf 
tions was, that foreign capital would be immediately imported^ 
if these propositions passed.*' ■ -■ . oj.i.o 

Carruptioii had already begun to blast the oxic6' v^goroof 
ehoot pf Irish parliamentaay independepce, %sA :fi{b<ibeae 
and <^er. arguments -were unavailing, and laiinsteiics ^doy 
featedthe motion on a diyision of 156 to 70^ ■v.\ :o.[i 

$tiU to have asked the Irish parliament fdr.Aeif.cdi^aeBt' 
to a irenewal of the India Company's Cbarter^ iitfo\ild Uavd 
been. too gross even for the goyernment of th& .day>;/fliid 
so^ <when in 1793 it wes necessary to procure thisp-seneirri^ 
a modification of the restrictions oni Irish commerce tditBd 
East, was offered by Mr. Secretary Hobart,.by .a^bOl iiddoh 
he ];iitxoduf;]^ in iJie month of June of thatt year, enacting 
that an Indiaman of 800 tons should be sent to'Gorir/-or 
some other Irish port> annually, to take on board. (bifaii 
exports to tbat amount for the countries beyond the Qqio 
of Good Hope, and to do so at the reduced rate !of -fitaig^ 
j^e of £5 per ton* > .■•.. 

The boon was illusory. In the first place, the. IriSi 
iipLerehant should give previous notice of thd qiiaQlit3infnid 
quality of' the goods he purposed to have ready for tiie 
sbip ; and such notice reachiu^ the London xnerohmtB) 
pripr to her sailing for Ireland^ they had it of course in 
their power to forestall the Irishman in the vessels that 
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vent direct from London. In the second place, he could not 
^ixetnmS'firom the East directly back to hjs own ports : 
biit ^onld receive tfa^ through London, grievously sur- 
chained o^ course, in consequence of their circuitous, alow, 
^^^•(pinug.to liie^ difficulties of the Channel navigation) 

: *BuilJ it, was etlbugh for the minister and the venal herd 

ijfjXQ 3uppo7i;ed hiju, that there was even the appearance of 

aiiCGnctfUDonr; and on the strength of that appearance, 

l^8^file/l»id> shadowy as it was, he forced the measure upon 

0^ iquiitiy; tod obtained the renewal of the East Lidia 4"? ^- 

VWleiw\..;.... 

.jHl»..thedebttte8 on the subject, the abtract right of Ire- Notices of 

hittA'to trade to the East was not contested; but the old J^^ de- 

- - bates on 




of its not being a trade likely to be of any beixefit the sub- 
to her, was again brought forward and insisted upon. It J®^'* 
wsuuurgedtAoo, a6 before, that her consenting to abandon it 
wocQd'be only a pi^dper proof of gratitude to England, not 
odyJn^rtbe.coDeesaionft of 1779-80, but for an act just 
dien passed in the British parliament, giving, as it was 
and^'^Jiiie'ftdl constraetioB of the navigation act" to Ire- 
hisi, bjriattowmg her to re-export to England, such goods 
ytiAa^i^iASeksi, and America, as she did not want for her 
ctva ecmsniiiiptitia* This matter had been mooted by Mr. 
3iattsQ^iii 1787) but then rejected ; as ministers then had 
liotJni Xiiidia bill -to carry. 

v.Jit.&ct. Ireland had purchased this pri\nilege long before; niireiiiii-» 
aadJrtr a. pricei&r outw^hing the very limited advantages ^^^^^ 
tAidhit> oould give her. In 1785, she had at the begin- Ireland, 
na^^ of iJke session, granted £140,000 in new taxes, on 
ei^ieotatioiL of this, and other concessions, which she was to 
get from the settlement of the "commercial propositions" 
df ithat (year« Aaid ever since the year 1763, she had 
maintained 3,000 men for the defence of the West Indies ; 
although until 1780 denied trade with them, and not being 
entirely fireed from restriction in that respect, imtil the year 
1793 itself. Again, she had in 1 780 consented to adopt 
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Jip-i^xalad^ £>]?irigii-^a' tceoiieiidiHia^ daOfificeofoi'/i^ 
^^lif^^y^ m. ,p^«jd of suoh an iaq^grfaii^ iQiep^^fQaai^^ k^^ 
^^n^l^^ebei had at ihe sam0itii]ie^ .if4iUe^es^jetedl^^^^ 
ci£fva7i^ay^£,^&def4ed all tinQ pinaitiesi ofttie piw}g4^ti<tt 9A 
J i^.p^ffltJcuiar that wUeh reBtfbted beif fis^i^ 
trpdewith fixreign shipping; whiah fer a time.1iYau|4 ii^§ 
..;7 . be^hdtbQ9taBdim)6t e(M>noin]ttal<x>o^q]^ .•»]/; .rtoi>.n'j^yQ 
vf.-W^e-b^e litde to delay us now &om t)^43G09|Bifslemt^ 
pf the.aiTaAgqmenjts in commeroial oaatter^^^^tr-^^ 
jthc^.UmcoA. Any minor regulationa.ftom ,4,^8)^; 1^r]l^^^ 
cwcfsimipg them, wheiher adopted by £9^an4 f^i^mfS 
vp, Jbec mqaopolies, or bj Irekyid to qiodjy^Mh^foHi^idfil 
inanufaAtur^Sy the. effect of their nesurly total-.e^idQlii^if^'^ll^illl 
Engli^ ports, will be fomid sujB5icie)^% ,n/o^ Jn^^ ^ 
baties. pf that period* We therefore hepce mai^ rpiQ^f^HrtNf 
d^lay.than to mention, l^at on the 20ttk Fiebr^^sj^T'P^f 
Grattan's J^x-fiQ^ttanmade a last and imsucK^es^o^j^Q^ 
tempt to t^ jpsffliamiBnt to deinwiadmi^n fcr J&i9b.m!Wi;ri|wftfe^ 

merciai tJeaj .^i^v^^ on .eft^ JAto Xrells|ffi4^ '[ j9^ j^flMI^te 
^5^ i^H^9jrteir by Mr,: Duque»y^ : coltogw, .of J(Jh^^ ^ 
^I^iese^t^ni of th^ borough; of ?«dfcoia»aafe /Wte) ISfajo 
itulated the comipenial inju9^ii909..rOf :£d^^ 
cyjIWfSskais. of -Irel?^, ^^id aUu^ t<^.s<MW'^r!l^§ 4(^^ 
of disparity of duties between the,-^o ^i^u^t$pi;^-rrMf$iltel^ 
cloths, jor "o/i drapery ,' being ^charged with £2,(b. J6rf. 

ip.jEngBph'Pcrte, and only ^d-^per yM^aPrlwP* :i-A?^«« 
kurstufl^, and mixed goods, ot^.nmb dr<xp»yi\ ^miSjp 
tH^'^ifed,) bei^gCA ^ Jraiid on''5in^rt''ii!rt*> 
aad cipiy 1^« terer . fci^h cotton, goods bi^g^ shiit .^ (^^ 
ariiijuty of.aO p^ i^j^,Mi|rhiie ,we^ tofokJEi^li^^tti^^J^ 
per cent*.; :and' 'finally^. -all ^iniljo6i0' jplaiiifliKMBiiEJi Ibdnii^ 

ports was no more thap in the case of cottons.* ,, , . . 

*-■..- • .. ■ ' ': ) .:. :j. •■■■ . • -A' t. ■■■: ■.;• •.■■■'~-. , ■.: ■•* A- '"vrr.i^ ii-jnil .?bm'A 

1785, states that all woollens, &tu& I»a4c^(Cr^p^ix«4!WiU^ ^H^l*-W^9n^ 
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im,akb»:tiQ*rttt!tttf ^ftoa oWiged' t<^'^«>iltent''hi^ Attempt 

IUfiMdei^{j^iNs^(^$^»ib^>l^ gmetositj^ past^nd future^ put 
J^h^ibrdn^^MH Seaf and the! GhtooeUdt^'df 

A§ lbfelSS^fliett*j^itad' A^^ &o1i(wi VraA^ withdrawn. • 'v . : ^ 
Tfoit)a"&fe''ffi«LH2iid <^f 3^atltiftty, 1799, the Lord Ltentea- The 
ttMll feto^iiJi'JbWattbftd the subject of the Umofni." On tins "Union" 

* ., *' broached 

occasion, Mr. Gedlge^GPoftBonby moved an amendment to in 1799. 
fli«^^%^i#^4ii^sktl^er,^''to the efiect that Irekiid Would 
teafiiBiJri^ter'^^3iaib^t/- TBie iimeridment being lost by d. 
ifi^bbl^ 6iPiiei''(lWi!iixmbterB being 105 and 106,) and a 
S^4kyD9%^^J^afi^rW^di», on the same object, ha^g 
J»&i^ii^4ggftk'^e fitei^ Ireland, the Umon measure 
»^«#^Iai^l^ kfflei^ ini^^ by Lord Cantler^gh, 

Wfe ftJit^MeAjflitf ^rejecJtedy to the great joy of the natioa.^ 
I%4iflB*rf>A§i44SVea'|oy-^the recess wa^ spent by ministei* 
ilQMyhrtfp«^ |)Wliattient; many were got to prdAii&fe' tid 

W*i6ftfe ^ik* Jj^tili^tic votes of the past sessions ; others 'tb " . . ; ' 
fea^fe'fiiaftef 'i»6^ for nomiiiiBes and tool^ of the limmiBt^i'; 
a^tt^eSMiA^tefthAean'totiy^ by y , * : 

Sfef^IMtfeftie PaJ«fi6ifei' W the address; on the opeilflig bf = 
flri? rfifed(«f,^^rf^teiy'15th, 18(H)j wa» lo^t by'a-iA'^ari 
cep*2i (5i^li'lfofi^^284^menibe!i:«,)'k^^^ 
g#ei4§6lent>MteS^eg! had^iiot* takeii tfiell^ icats/ ' -• ■ •• ^ " ^ 
^i^ik edSQifoe^M^^rtak^^irieiitiS'of the ltnion,^ftfl finally 
«A!fearirthi«y^dr,'-\^dreAsfonowtf '■' \'n'.-|-i.;> 1., 

•^^^/^T^^M^ ^^ci^^of Unlon/^*fc^ 

TJiSS^Ufs 8«^1»^We%t Britkfn atia Mknd- ^alfjI^W^dS 

^^^btkih^ I'i^t^jdfl^^f January, 1801, bd efUdtled to titei samfei 

fifWftRgfS ^j Wi.^1^9; *«P«e footing :as tp.^fincojojffigi^^p^j^ 



tii^uriiy ".j:f^ju- 





]Mp^^f%i^^^'ni^l^il6ii,"lii^a11 p^i^s 'knfl places iti ^& 
^Ml»A JUasffSoTmBid itajoep9ndeiibie&;' land ^ that in all :tjreatieft 

u. J ,. . l'"y»P^lt*'- ^' Oci-'- M;J ;:• ilC.f\t f/l'.»Oi Orr^J /j r-fMHl 

kinds^ unen printed, leather manufactures, candles, soap, and refined sugars- 
were prohibited in English ports ; while in Irish they paid but a trifline dutjr. 
^o^<<H^I>il&,l ^d^kiid silv^ twi^ dnd l^ee^i-lslces, all kinds bf silksv iibCkjns, 
gli«ifeB;i^V«8j'igWV6^iglte,'«ftrth€*1itoe^^ '^^ '■••'■ ''■■" •"" ■ ' 
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power, his Majesty's subjects of Ireland shall have the same 
privileges, and be on the same footing as his Majesty's subjects 
of Great Britain. 

That from the 1st day of January, 1801, aU prohibitions 
and bounties on the export of articles, the growth, produce, or 
manufacture of either country to the other, shall cease and 
determine, and that the said articles shall thenceforth be ex-t 
ported from one country to the other without duty or bounty . 
on such export. 

That ail articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
either country, (not herein after enumerated as Subject to spe- ^ 
ciiic duties,) shall from henceforth be imported into each 
country from the other free from duty, other than such counter* , 
vailing duties on the several articles enumerated in the schedule., 
to said act annexed, or such other conntervailiug duties as sliall . 
hereafter be imposed by the parliament of the United Kingdqpi,. . 
in the manner herein-after provided; and that for the period of. 
twenty years from the Union, the articles enumerated in ano- 
ther schedule thereunto annexed, shall be subject, on importa- 
tion into each country from the other, to the outies specified in , 
the said schedule ; and the woollen manufiictures, known by. the 
names of old and new drapery, shall pay on importatio^ into, 
each country from the other, the duties now payable on import-. . 
ation into Ireland. 

Salt and hops, on importation into Ireland fropi Great Britiiiiv. 
shall be subject to duties not exceeding those which are now 
paid on importation into Ireland ; and coals, on importation into 
Ireland from Great Britain, shall be subject to burthens not 
exceeding those to which they are now subject. 

That calicoes and muslins shall, on their importation into 
either country from the other, be subject and liable to the duties. , 
now payable on the same, on the importation thereof from. Great 
Britain into Ireland, until the fifth day of January, 1808 ; nod 
from and after the said day the said duties shall be annually 
reduced by equal proportions as near as may be in each yiwrit • 
so as that the said duties shall stand at ten per centum finom \ 
and after the fifth day of January, 1816, until the fifth dmr of 
January, 1821 ; and that cotton-yam and cotton- twist shal^ on 
their importation into either country from the other, be subject 
and Eable to the duties now payable upon the same on the ini^- • 
portation thereof from Great Britain into Ireland, until tho 
fifth day of January, 1808 ; and from and after the said daj. 
the said duties shall be annually reduced by equal proportions 
as near as may be in each year, so as that all duties shall ceaM 
on the said articles from and after the fifth day of January, 
1816- 

That any articles of the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
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either .cotiptry, vjiich are or may be subject to internal duty, 
or to duty on the materials of which they are composed» may 
be made subject, on their importation into each country respec- 
tiyely from the other, to such countervailing duty as shall 
appear to be just and reasonable in respect of such internal 
duty or duties on the materials, and that for the said purposes 
the arti^des specified in the said schedules shall bo subject to 
the duties set forth therein, liable to be taken off, diminished, 
or increased in the manner herein specified ; and that upon the 
export of the sa-id articles from each country to the other 
reppectiTely, a drawback shall be given equal in amount to the 
coaiiteiTaiiing duty payable on such articles on the import 
thereof into the same country from the other ; and that in like 
niaiiDer in future it shall be competent to the united parliament 
td iinpose any new or additional countervailing duties, or to 
U|ke off or diminish such existing countervailing duties, as may 
a^ear on like principles to be just and reasonable, in respect 
of AfiY future or additional internal duty, on any article of the 
grbWu^ produce, or manufacture of either country, or of any 
new or additional duty on any materials of which such article 
may be composed, or of any abatement of duty on the same, 
and that when any such new or additional countervailing duty 
sh^ll he so imposed, on the import of any article into either 
country, from the other, a drawback, equal in amount to such 
counterndlinff duty, shall be given in like manner on the export 
of every such article respectively, from the same country to 
M Otheir. 

That all articles, the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
either country, when exported through the other, shall in all 
cateft be exported subject to the same charges as if they had 
beeii exported directly from the country of which they were 
the growth, produce, or manufacture. 

iRiat all duty charged on the import of foreign or colonial 
ffoodiB into either country, shall, on their export to the other, 
oe either drawnback, or the amount (if any be retained) shall 
be placed to the credit of the country to which they shall be so 
etportedi so long as the expenditure of the United Kingdom 
shall be defrayed by proportional contributions ; provided 
alwaySy that nothing herein shall extend to take away any duty, 
bounty, or prohibition, which exists with respect to corn, meal, 
malti flour, or biscuit, but that all duties, bounties, or prohibi- 
tions on the said articles may be regulated, varied, or repealed 
from time to time, as the united parliament shall deem expe- 
dient. 

The Speaker of the Irish Commons, the Right Honorar- ^he 
ble John Foster, (afterwards Lord Oriel,) was the chief ""io" A 
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commer- among Ejevcral able opponents of these regulkUdons. In 

range- 1799 and in 1800 he made powerftd speeches in opposL- 

ments. jjj^jj^ ^jid went largely into the subject of the eommericiEd 

relations of the two countries^ and exposed thdr past '^lud 

iuture inequalities and injustices towards Irish interests. 

His objections to the 6th Artide of Union were briefly as 

follows: — ... :.:.i^ 

Foster's That they lowered all protecting duties iitttt W6re>aibo^ 

tion"of ^*' ^^ P®^ cent., to that amount ; and thus exposed ihe^in&nt 

them. manufactures of Ireland (which the Irish paHkmmb:ltf(d 

in latter years began to protect) to the overwhelming ^oouih 

petition of the great capital and long totablisked skill' and 

ability of England. That no less than seventy kvl^^lliriiff 

our manufacture would thus be injured; and ou£ <]Ot£idk 

manufactures in particular, in which we had begun tdttMdM 

most promising advances, would be nearly ruined;" TPhill 

no preference over foreign goods in the British market^^wai 

given. That the " new and excessive" duties on salt w«lfe 

m^e perpetual, those on hops and coals unalterable; 'tiial 

bur brewery ^j^as left imprdtected, &c. '&c. ■ ''•' 

He added, that what little protection remained in Hoef 

particular, was h^ein provided to cease and determine after 

the lapse of a specified number of years. « ; o'> 

The com- To rightly tmderstand the effect of these arrangemeDtd, 

"oskion ^* ^ necessary to review, very briefly,, the leadii)g carinmt- 

of Ireland stajj^Qes of Ireland's commercial position.. .... :(.. -^ n'/' ^. ,. 

tkt!^' She had, by the acts of 1779-80, obtedned the ficeedoii 

of foreign and coloiiial trade, both of export and of iftq^^ 
By the apt' of ; 1793 ,she ha^ obtained lilierjbx^to*;^ 
export foreign, and colonial goods j&om her own ^qrcjfko^ 
£ngiaiid« ■ ■ » Mi -«»!:? 

She liia^d, Ibiy ah English act of the same yciair, 'gb*'-iKB 
loudly vauntedj but utterly illusory privilege of havu^iiii 
eight-hundred-ton East Indiaman to make up a cargo for 
theEast,iri'4iefTporls; ' ■ ' ;, .'.. " , - : . fV/ 

-^-But-sh^ JM ifof iree trride -to th^ Eastj^nor httfl'^e 
adifaisdlfe^EhgftH^^s^for^^dfrirg^ -' v i -i'^^^ 
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This latter she had been, and was very desirouB of 
-pbtaimngp* In the hope that England would have made 
the ooncesfiioiij the Irish pairliament, for some years after 
.U80y x^iiiaed the solicitations of their own merchants, to 
KStalittte on her, by raising the Irish import duties* So 
eager yrerer-ihej to obtain it, that they jumped at the pro- 
podtions of 1785, and, notwithstanding the violations of 
jnetice ajid the oonstitution which those propositions in- 
ndired) had nearly adopted them, when Flood, aided 
bpeedily and powerfully by Gxattan, woke up the public 
miiid^tigaiiiflt them, and caused their abandonment. 
i ,It iiviM not till after a fair experiment and delay that the She had 
Irish parliament, despairing of getting England to terms by ^^^^^ 
Air mean0» commenced retaliation. To this we have the English 
inoeiitestable testimony of the Commissioners of Revenue me?ce 
fiaquiiyin 1822 — an authority by no means disposed to ^i^^^**"^ 
be over^&TOiiable to Irish interests, or over-anxious for the to do so. 
erecKt of the:Jrish parliament. In their Fourth Keport, 
qpoalnng of thie system of restrictions on English goods, 
and boimties on their own, to which that parliament had 
hfA recourse ; they say, 

Ireland was, undoubtedly, instigated to the adoption of this English 
course by the exclusive spirit of the commercial policy of Eng- acknow- 
bud* It will be found, that few exceptions in favor : of - the ^^' « 
^ter^pndoin were inserted in the list of goods absolutely pro- i}^ 
hi&ited to be imported into this country (Engldnd)^ in which 
Jto, all goods made of cotton-wool, every description of mAnu- 
tetttred woollen, silk» and leather, together with cattle, sheep, 
Bu^ AtnfiSs, and other less important articles^ were at one time 
ei^pi:ehende|i« In this embarrassing situation of exclusion from 
tt^ markets of Great Britain, and deriving little assistance 
ffoib foreign trade, Ireland had no other course to pursue for 
the protection of her own industry, except that of maintaining, 
Iigftrast^ctlve duties on the importation from Great Britain^ the 
jnantifactaring means she possessed for the supply of her own 
naricets. 






What the Irish parliament wanted was of course, not an 
absolute free^trade with England, which they knew well 
would cause the ruin of their struggling, though growing 

1>2 
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t.?t'-' 



^nanu&otares, batflome suoh aireuigemeasfaaB'tiiefoUowiDg^ 
suggested iin tine year 1780^ by iu> lesa aiij«utliori)tyJJiM 
tiie English Board of TiadeitseEr. . -^ : lu it < > w.-*rir; 

The besl plan is, that the two Mngdoins fey cJiicw^Caiii^ttrf^ 
-derate dvtti^s, to he imposed oh the monufaetttrea tsUtheiVtlsBir]; 
«Dch as; will .secure a due preference in.fhejioip^rqnaj^l^li ^v^ 
articles of its own growth and manufacture y and jet leave to 
the sister kingdom, advantages though not e^ual vi iW iwi, 
yet BupeWor" TO those granted to atjy fbre?gft ' bWitryi*-'^ -"The 
^t(te pa^^le on Briti^ goods ImpoiW'ii^ii^kad^aeAiQ^kir 
their. jaioderj9'tion» as well adapted to, aaa«f;^r. tl\^JP*^<^^jB^v.Mi§0F 
|]l^ could be devised,: but to make this systendf complete jtnOTe 
should he added proper regulations w?^ r^s^ect ifo' oil^tid^lii 
fc^ure;'aiid'wttht^sp6(H: to the duties on vaw ^dttteiitds^ki^^l^MA 
>itlt6-eadh kingddm* ' . :*> . . ..^ ■'•■■x;..:.y\L o? liQitrst 

i.Jt iftjjft .the judgment of the Qonwitte,^,,?, ^el^;r;ef5fI^Jfl5n^- 
tio^ of this plan, that if it should be carried into exeucution, and 
'become tie system in which hoth cotrairiei*'lsna!tt- fi^^'ISttfiiQ 
U^aft^ - to •■ conform, it will secure them lii ft|ttt^ifri)ittntb& 
unpleasant contests, to which, in pursuit of thj^^.^es^^a^fjA- 
. ^rests, tb^ n;iay be, otherwise exposed; and his^ ]M[aj[es^ as 
sovereign of the two kingdoms, will be relieved iFrom We <^8- 
j&^eeable'sittiati6n 6f having law^ ^ilris^i^nted td hilifit%(i}i^%3. 
pedtive Houses- of* Parliament, for his /assent^^whisfa^jiiilniiigh 
.beneficial to one of his kingdoms, may, ijji,j"l|^eir,.yjypi^py^.be 

hiffhly detrimental to the interest of the other. , . „ 

"■*' -^ ■.i-.-Mjii moil 

.-> But it suited not the temper of the txwiu&qt^fai^g'.jfl- 
•ijareitfi in England to make any siiicJi ifUT^ugqp^nj^^m^ 
th«ir infinesioeiOn.the.'legialatttre prevenited ^jr-rS^xJ^ifflS 
token on this reoommendataon. ?HoweK^lVr ^b^.RFe]b%l)$i;^^ 

^quenTe ™»®8*«^^ ^ ^^^ Itelaod was at lengtik .^^i^ iflll^^ 
of her the BeLfishnees of those interes^^, .and.icx)n)^>§UQ^,jt}i^xj^ 
oi^ig so. |^i)an^[oii.the system of " kaying thinga:^ theyi lyrer^/J 30^ 
question then was, how to change themfwithcLut,gi9§i)^|g 
too much to Ireland. It wns seen.th^^ su^jA ^^Jb^^QS^ 
could be effected only by a Union, which, while HTSG(t;i|t)^ 
in appeaiance the conimereial .adyaniagei<tb^^Ifel$i9|jb re- 
quired, would, as we shall immediately ahjew^,wil}|^^$^^ 
effect^ by operation of the accompanying regiilat^^^^.tj^^^fd 
cianno- ^^ project. of a Union had. the furtjier fo^foj^^r^^sffi^ifi/i^^ 
tives of that • Irelaoady in rectum ibr ;the apparent %4>^9ntag§^$^):^j|f9d 
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^ i fnH' > tOitveduce «t cnios to an utterly in^ffici^n4> : 'and England 
taiSgipfieatiit^JiaiiouBt^' the import duties that had.hitherto pUsh the 
saved her home manii&etiires^ and fisally to abolish ithoae ^^^^ 
d^tieciraltogether — and. forth^rmore was to be subjected to 
4li6(^Taiaously (exhausting, drains of capital, which were 
eiii^ fixreBeefl'to'bethe inevitable oonsequenoeof the 
^^ ip, agita^tion. , 



r^fC^They^vwiage.^to Ireland of admission &r )ief goods itsprovi- 
JlkUf3&^f^ ptola^ was nullified by the provision, by which g^y 111^ 
y^H ^it frhH&inff*^ dntiesf were put on them there^ to'balamoe to good to 

o:v>''i+ •j.'.'.fc. • , .. 1*1 1 -I . /H Ti i- 1 Irish com- 



merce. 



ilff^'iMf^^ excise duties which such goods of EngBsh 
fyg)iy^l|fiLf\fay^KyLil to. pay. . . On the other hand jBhgUsh goods 
going to Ireland, got a drawback on export. from Sbgland 
;#'fflB\^!h«rv3^ Bn^ duty they had p^d; 'fand 

lffljt|ying lis^l^gid^ met a lAUch lower rate of excise, and had 
o8bitt»qti6Xitiyionly ^ very moderate ^^ countervailing^:*, duty 
]^ft'<i5p0tt;'ai€ttn herer ' 

';^/ffie! '^^aVn* ofcapitar alluded to,'as occasioned by the its ab- 
.tw^p^J^v^ibeen spoken of at large, in th,e article on the [^"^gg ^^ 
;%Q|!iBka^ba'i 'Injostice ;: ' and therefore need not be dwe|t hope for 
^pritt'^lft*e. ' '^They consist of the surplus' rerenuer takcin foJj^S^"" 
fix)m Ireland — -the payments for foreign goods received now 
^ttififig'ft l^gtflitid, w'hioh formerly we received direct-*^nd, 
^KbW^ii^ihe miUioxis spent out of the countiy by the 
^fikr^f^-fxtdprietoris. These last had no attraction to re- 
^^3&B^^ilh:>(h%it' nfltite lai^, when the parHamonti was :goiiie ; 
'^fifiS^fkb ocii^ueb^e^ has been, that they have emigcateddn 
^o^^'^irMtiete^" that whereas a million and ft hlaM* was 
^<i£ aiBL^^mt^of this drain in 1801, it is- now generally ^^be- 
^S^^^'^etfiicedd fom- tmUibnsand a half^-^^' sum equal 
^W^ #h6toTeVt^ue- that Ireland is able to (^ontiibute to 
l«f ^fifiatb ^^ ^ ' ■' ==• ' — . - ■ ■■ ).- . . 

-9f 4*«lift^gt«gfete- of annual *^drfidn" 'from Iiekndat the Irishcapi- 
^^t)rt8(6ili^^iteomenti is nearly nine milUons — ot< double ihcr drained 
'^prfblic^ev^nuo!'"' '■-•■ ■' '■ ■ • "■'■ ■■ '\_ ^^ay. 

•^ *^ Wfiedf ■■ mt>iiey wAs' thus' constantly, 'and in an annually 
^ 'SteiieilsiJi^ 'attioctnt,- flowing out df Ireland without 'return. 
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during the period of years allotted by the. act of Union, 
for the gradual cessation of the remaming protecting duties^ 
it can well be conceived that commercial enterprise^ and 
all the op6rati(»i8 of industry^ declined and grew' lees* It 
the twenty years then that elapsed ere the oomtmerdU 
arrangements of the Union were re-concodered in 1821, 
the manufactures of Ireland may, at the bes^ be said to 
have dragged on a eic^y and precarious existeiioe, ir^Uifiisr 
than to have maintained, much less improved, the vigour 
that had marked their eai'ly growth before 1800. Th^y 
were no longer formidable, yet the cmel spirit of ooitmia^ 
cial monopoly waa not to be satisfied so long.as aayiritaUty 
xemained ; and though the cribs of the perishiog lirtiztos 
of Ireland did, by some strange chance, reach .the ears of 
the English parliament in 1821, and procure som^ ex:teiib- 
sion of the time originally marked out for the duraticHi of 
the '^ Union Duties," as they were called, yet in the very 
next year a commission was i^pointed, as it would seeiu^.to 
find excuses forgetting rid of them, and on its report their 
doom was sealed, and they were got rid of with a3 mUibh 
haste as decency at all allowed. 



»• 



* Scant as was the decency observed towards os in these reft^eots, it wto 
stiH less, or rather none at all, in others, since the Union. NotwithsttmdiBg, 
that in 1825, a Committee (of course of tiie imperial parfiament) had, 'aftir 
a patient and ftill enquiry, reported that *' Ireland had undoubtedly stroag 
claims for eVery encouragement to her Hnen manufacture, at leiiM- to the 
extent of the annual grfant of parliament ;" (m. £20,000, the remnant of 
the old promised encouragement to that manufacture;) — notwithstandiag 
this ddibeTSte Opinion, twice expressed in their report, 4be grant was )ik- 
duced tiiree years afterwards one-half, and the micceediBg year- withdimra 
altogether ! 

In the taaie way a grant of £10,000, voted annaallv since Ite Uaieil to 
the Wide-street Board, and defended by Sir Robert Feel, (when secretafy 
fot Ireland,) as no more than a fitting partial compensation to DkblKn, fof 
the evil conseouenoes of the Union to that cit^, was withdnwn,-a'shiiit time 
before the withdrawal of the finen grant, with quite as little i^>ology or 
warning. And no later than last year (to pass over some other instanceaof 
particular injustice) we hsid <me general sweeping blow made at afl the 
charitable institutions of Dublin, that received any aid frxan the public 
piirse. A eommissioh was issued to enquire into the chains of Such inrti- 
tutions in Dublin, to receive aid not given elsewhere. The report ef the 
commissioners — conservative gentlemen of great respectability and most 
undoubtedly no BxpeaUrs — ^is an ^mirable rebuff to tne petty pryliig jea- 
lousy that instigated such an enquiry. It would have been more dignified 
for a government to have sought information on the subJNect privat^, care 
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If ure do not altogether deny the truth of the remark 
in, the r^Qrt. alluded to, to the effect that the ^^ Union 
Putie^". x^er^ted to ^^ enhance the price of the most indis- 
pensably instruments of agricultural labour ; and of those 
ijopi^cm^ts and piaterials in most general request by the 
isapouQ.cIafises pf artizans and mechanics ; and at the same 
t^miQ^ ..to jpake.^idipostjill manufactured articles &om 15 to 
W/per ceut^-d^flgre): tib^ in England," we are by no means 



'.'irr-' :.•■■'■«!, 

CQiSlpmittiiig. .itself by an overt act, betrayioj? malice prepense ; and malice 
loo tliat is'n(iw defeat^ of its object. The following is some of the main 
gm^nof Ibe v^Kirt:^ 

>* Imimediately after tbe Union, Dublin, it may be said^ ceased to be a 
tii rt fq ^ lii i» reffards ttie iweaMiV, while it eon^aed a metropolis as regards 
.iJMutnri lUdd in no incon^id^n^le degree it has remained . so since« The 
causes, ihererore,'which'!nducea those who framed the articles of tJmdn to 
iMtfdttee stipobtioiis into that measure as regards X>ublin, appearsUo.us 
ti^ b€L Bt|U in extensive operation. Other causes Hke^rise (not, however, 
liaviilg effbct on ^Dublin alone) — ^the increase of population, without a cor- 
tcspfrndiBg increase in wealtii, the want of capital, the decay of manufius- 
tures in Ireland, operating to increase the proportion of poor — ^have oper- 
ited' likewise to increase rather than diminish the cogency of those reasons 
. which led to the stipulations in the articles of Union. 
V In evidence of tins we beg leave to notice the increased accommodation 
liiddi the gotemors at diffierent periods, and with the sanction of govem- 
m9tr,baye been compelled to supplv in most of these institutions, and the 
SSSised grants, notwithstanding tiie financial difficulties of the empire, 
nMch various governments have deemed it necessary, to make for. their 
support. 

"In further evidence of this disproportionate increase of the poorer 
dmmg in Dublin, we have to observe that, notwithstanding the support 
ikoB Tendered by government to certain institutions, others of a similar 
eheraeler, arising principally out of the exigencies of the lower classes, 
have been established and are supported, some bv private means alone, and 
some piartly from private means and partly from local assessment. 

f * We thearefore submit that the necessity which was found to exist pre- 
vious to and at the- time of the ^nion ffyf extraneous support as regards 
IKiUin, in aid of its principal diaritableinstftu^ons, (arising, in our opi- 
aifitkf :firom the dUsproportion between ,liie.,wealuiy-iU)a tlje poo^ classes of 
the community,) has, as was anticipated, increased since that period, and 
itiU'eontiitues,^ although, we trust and believe, it may., he now gradually 

** Dublin, therefore, with its population of upwards of 250,000, is, in 

our jopinion, an exception to all other cities in the empire ; and we respect- 
• fiilly urge, that because in London and the other large towns in England, 

pnvate charity may have been found amply sufficient for the support of 
•jMir pubUc charitable iiutitutions,: it by no means, follows,, that in Dublin, 
..where <he poor are so numerous, and the rich comparatively are so few, 

it; wpuld be reasonable or just to expect from her citizens an extent of 
'itiblKaiity .which neither their numbers nor circumstances could fairly 

wvmnt.". 
.Thia yahswer shamed the government out of their plan of stopping the 

ghmlli, wluchft after all, have been found not to have amounted since 1800 

to more than 120,000/. in the whole ! . 



them was the proper remedy. We impute this injurioM 

If re. the : flaoBey- capitai of Iretoa^ . lyihichi, Wij*^ ' ^^«&P»8L a(& 
they will hwK), would hf^yer^wfi^ 

revivp, \}i^ QU^ XSkBJX^^ 

pr^t^aotioa stiUlei% /to 'th/^m^ rtor pro4tK^v^iift>^>e1iieap!ii jsttei 
at lesj«t a^ KkkQ : JE^gHsihmaii, . tbuQ goode j»qimit«(d* j tjj ,. v/orf« 
j^3u^ thei at|C|Utioii.,of thc^Q.duiJQs^, : the -iKng1iflhrnan.li«i 
h34 coffipl^iPW^awd of our. mfkritq^^hx^e mtdeeeasttHf 
iwaiiiy; jn wl^^^ attempts m Irelai4/to fQsim0,mim2Jtnaofigi 
(»r,j]ieiJ3^ed;.m»ai|^tare, h9iye:b$eii f^iw^dliji^^imMWi^ 
i^j9 J^^f^pQu^Bxj Ba(a?ifioe,of ; prQfit;whiek; thef*up^tii6r..*^fefltte 
oj[\jfcihe,]P^UehtcapitaUat ewWed W tO/i»»k€(^f|o.iiuda»eft 
h^^ xapfc Jpsh C|(wp€itit<>n. TJb^,>.Qmi M-limi mt9hois& 
]j^b eiite^ria8) is the<want>'Of oapit^J) ».Qdt<t}Etth^bkttoiiQ( 
i^^KJ^ed,; , th^e , AS .little : hope) for. ftur^ m^tl&^t^to iwi^ 

ajrJ|J.Z^B9f . . ... .• : :■::■ .;l: .;fU •[■uJ-'^ OT -301/108 

ll^ored^ ^. JSjMt ,.to ,?wtore,.fchi8r cftpitiJ, ,the^ :Rcip§^>Qi^/jtM)iAifl nft 
by Re- Union was and is necessary.:. .Xhe.p^fUaBjtp^t^jjaip^tiief^ 
P®^* bo\9VQ ; ,Ul<«jlio ^Y^i., the aj^eajtoes aa ,i];iduqemei]^>rtoocoiie 
hpm^ S :.8nd-. to. ^ii^We us to stop, the dwns. <9f r^yfe|iiii*,0b^ 
getting, rid of the^mjust iburtlieQ-ii^f /£ngU6h.4eb4»^ iNEdl^ 
3i5i^,jtp,giFe;XiW ithe.imj^Q of maky^^ow-awn iiamiifiyeia^ 
arrangQHiemta withi forqjgn coufltfijeySa wtj^^byiM^e'hsafcjiipto 
o^Iy jiuejveftt .tW re^iww^.of .fluch,iBecMeafliJaigjii:^ tiBrfoiKQs 
cpiUDjescial,. ifttpreats, fs -^r^ iavplv^d > ia..tH<8 i^etnjfjiffiintl 
in^^i^l Jaegocd^itiaps of Engkud; witjp^ ]^raliQe ^nod rSSiHitt^ 
g^^ hut we.oatiLiQbtftia adrant^g^ i:wbidi.iQiHr.fei^i!^ bomdi 
Qow. to.^he fbigh tarii^ of Sngl^nd) pre^entem fros^/ob^Bted 
ipgt iuforeign ooimtme ;i 4U9ud iWtheriaajQi^ yshaUrb^mratbtlMft 
duty p^ ,by . w pn, &i?eigu impont^. orjeditedlto ouil pwoiwfci 
venuei iltatt^of^; aa nowr g<^ng ti>.swelljlh0 r&o^tsixdiliaj 
English exchequer. 

Under thife idtei*ed fftate of dfcnrn'Stanfeea' We 'Shtfttlfi^iaYe 
a sum of &om eight to niaemiUioika of moneys at -ihcriVtof^ 
IcdsV aAiitidjy.fepcnt-.itf 'the' (spi^nfiry' VJ^^Jt^lji^'liid^;:^ 
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1^)Wll%t^r^l(ft«lf 4il!^ Ite^beftU"dV^<^^^hbl]ldi)€i4eK^e() Question 

M Bi^lififeiiAfKb^ J!^.»'que£)Uok'A4'e^^€J A4)t now '^oUdTther , 

show our gddd^ii*^}^ by^lettiBg in her odtntaioffitifea- dtrty^* 
ila^ii£i0tttitauis^duld4te66me'eo^vei^^i^ li^ht^^ll&n 
lMCB^1iAtTdttirtsl£ufa]b^i>M'^^^^ hd^'t^i>fttiaffl}/» tt^M^'eai^i^ 
^BbniiitR^^ import 'dtktiesfJ 'Btfi^'iP 

dkQiivb^^d[9li»'tlud]!*lA^ seek r^eV'enub l44l^^€fMf4i> 




■j<.=.t5^--r 



source to which the government of a country canfl^k* 
fio- Ib^or^iciii^ ifi^i^^aietj^y' to <$i^ on' tiie' public h^sSiir^s, 

aiiaoeiai€tf ^^^ th^ '<5li9^ tnetitionfedy^^iz;^ ^^ fighter -fitt^ " "' 

t^b^kr^Mgl^^ or x^ ]h9tenue-ddt¥63'<>n'0B)n^ 
iabed -^$bdfi,^i*fee«'Wibdd be^^^a *thi»H&idd of • th^ 'wtttfer;! -fe 
jJMfpsdfi^ pvofitotde'^t^tmtot opened^ for tfa€!^u^li!i^' 
c^t^JCrfbEngladdi ' At^^t^sent the^ei^ hb sudh'thklg^^' 
mUtttt ^ngMxaiAA who should ^^ttempt' a!ii'etm*pAt&M' 
bdSKHd/illaSi ^ic<Mii^e/'no better ;pix7€ectidl]i^agilMl3«i«h^> 
oofMdUalicffis ooi^^tb^ dibho^liBti^ ^dn the n^rm 'i&ahtyft,cl^< 
tbiWiii ^S'^ffibg/thufi'Of a Md in ]Matid;'tad thctt atf^hloihO^ 
bdng' ^e\z«»'[6tr«i^to<^k^j S^gtii&h^ eUrpliiis': b£fc{)iitkt 'U^S'beeii> 
fot(ddUl^>i;«»/9dbkiiixvei$td^ biker 'h^ini^* 

phere^/^whccre ihle^ dt«untstaBi36d ^f 'im,tiE^^ffllii(itlV'jpif 'Oi^ 
polti&ie:3lejgiBkti6ii j i or ^ o:^ bD<& xombined^^ eiimtt^ iadvui^^ 

f It* would^' however,' "be so much for tne interest of both countries "to be 
gWK}'IH«|{ds»< 'that MTB do not aniidpate any serioUft dillepeiic^ sifiskigf be- 
tween- tiifm on this- poir^t. There is creat safety for the futiure in tl?e st^ropg; 
iiXmL^4meii' tii Bdth prtvate and imblic interests between them. 



218 APPENDIX, NO. IV. 

tage for goods produced in the country, over imported 
articles. 

The contemptible &llac7, that ^^ agitation has kept Eng- 
lish capital out of Ireland," ^Hb to the ground at once, 
when wo consider the continueicf avil distractions and end- 
less and sanguinary revolutions of the South American 
States, mto which English capital has so largely and steadily 
£k)wed» I 1 f - * , ■ } i ' I ' ' u i )* \ 

Suminary QuT sketch of the mdw/ commercial mhutices inflicted 

remarks , • • • -n 

in conclu- upon this Country by Great Brit»n is now done. We have. 

"^"* shown how uniformly intolerantrj^as been the conduct of fte 
latter. Every interest of ours checked, repressed, put in 
abeyance, when thought to come at all in contact with hers 

-T4eluaiv(^ .prpioi^ea. h^d .ouV-JwtioL& and JC^cklfi^ WF7 
inffictcd;.- - ■•, ■;■'■.!..■? 

At tbie beginmng of the last century her cry ynm,t€blBt 
WA w^re not fit for the woollen manufacture; but tUat'tf 
we devoted oui^ves to Jiii^i, w^e ^hoiilji hav€^ thQ^higli^ 
encouragement in that branch. It has been the object of 
these pages to prove how she kept iJiat promise << to the 
eai^, but broke it to the hope," by giving greater eni^uiag^ 
ment to the Scotch linen, tod to her own. Th^ ery sinoe 
thor Union: has been, that we ought not to thmk of '<ii^ 
mahu&cture, but to devote ourseilves to the supplying 
Qxoat Britaki with our agri^uiltural producev .The ta^riff of 
laat year 'proves that she does not facdd herself boaad ^sVi^^ 
ih this 'raiticuiai^ either. •> : 'w.:ii<,; 

. Jn tenth, she has ^Q^e ^l^t, aftei* all, was but hatu|al; 
attended 4o her oxa. interests, and to, her owii mtq:^^^ 
4l(Hid. The misfoirtune to its has 4)ee% > that she 'btediuMi 
the power of c6ntix)llihg our interostd. This* powerihUlDt 
bagot rid ofi if we would ever hope to rs^e our" cowtry 
attain td that prosperity,. of wluch Providence ha^ti^o abuwdr 
antly given her the means, but of winch she has so Jong 

been (Cruelly deprived by man. < . .•' : • 

■■• ■■' ' -. ■•^.•■ 
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rttfe progress of the Linen Trade of Ireland was as follows : 
Taking our figures, partly from M'Culloch's Commercial 
JEKiltiooMrj, (ariicU '^ Linen^'*) but mainly from the Report of 
Jl^e.ljbndrioom Weavers' Enquiry; and taking also the seven 
jea^ Ayer^ges stated in that Report, to be the proper measure 
j^ %iiiih to estimate such progress, we find that — 

ff 

. jl ... EXPOBT OF IEI8H LINEN. 

. N. .<.. . ri7i4 1»665,486 > Increase in this period of 

The avenge of TyeaPi, , «.;« 070 3 66 yn. 17.8«),893 yds. 

: iwduding and ending I ^780 1»,556,379< djuo, 2iid period, 18 yr^ 

^ rwpectiTely with the ' yj^ 41,670,972 \ 22,114.5^ wd». 

ly^ert ' > Ditto, from 1800 up to 

lia25 47,588,707$ 1825, 6,917,736 yard*. 



'". i 



A very short calulation will shew, that had the linen trade 
proifNkSsed in the first period as it did in the second, it ought 
to have shewn an increase above the statement for 1714, of not 
Ifu .tban eighty millions, instead of eighteen. And, similarly, 
yiaA it progressed since tJie Union in the manner in which it 
md dirring the same second period stated above, it ought to 
lia^e ahewn an increase over that period, of not less than thirty 
f^i^jipi^i^^. instead of being short of six millions I 
.,..,^t the, defect since the Union is not only on comparison 
t^th tfie period that Ireland had the free mana^ment of her 
e^mmereial concerns, but even in comparison with the period 
jiBr0Mo^-to.l7SO. It will be seen that at the rate of progres* 
sion in the period since the Union, nearly eighty years should 
elapse ere the linen trade could make the same advance, that 
under the guidance even of her fettered and restricted parlia- 
ment before 1780, she had made in sixty-six years I 
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; Oae of theaBsbtaiit e6tnmiBnoiiers: of tlife iftiquif^* »wkod« 
report we duote^ seeks to make it appear^ that ^e timipfM'^ eisUih 
the Uiiioft isimore yalvtablethan tht mere figuii^B woodd dettdt^t 
his remark-is : ■-.'..;■.'( 

^ '<*Irdaad lost in a ^eat measure' her 'coarse ;Kiieiy<tnid^ 
owing to the prohibition placed oqi': export lof yam >in::l!t^ 
irinoh forced the English mano&cturers to tarn their atbentiott 
to providing yarn- at -home ; which they did sp •suceessfiilly ii 
not only to be able to foe-independent or a supply &0f6 irdlatfd^ 
hot also- toidrrre- the' Lrish out df the markOT'in^4ho|(e c6«r^ 
fabrics to wh[idi their mill*s^an yaam' was capabU >ofrbek^^l^ 
plied* ' The exports of linen since 1 800^ were "ehiefly of 4he ^Atket 
HnetiSy and therefoire indicate a greater degree of prcisperlty'lii^ 
tfa^ Ihten trade than would at fibrst appear .'*^:^^ii^|^'<K«|id>?, 
a, L^^ Enquiry y pi 62^ ' ■■ ' ■■ .■ ' ■ = - ■' ■ " ♦ )-- ^ '^«v// jr.ilJ 
The over^dnxiety of - Mr;^ ConnnisBioner Otwey>4o^prci»iiier1iiit 
this Union: has done eveity thing for us, itas here Ted hub iipi^t^ 
mis*8tatekiie)it. If he were correct, ^ then biiist the^'Ed^li^ 
maiiufiak;tii^cerfi bf ^50 years' ago, hat e^ been '^evy differ^l^'^i]^ 
from' 4he vki3e%> «,c|i<riE^ and enterprising^ ckss ' tibey tf re '^ai'^ltl^ 
day ; inasmuch as they ftttbst liiiH^'tiJEert'iiOlidesii'ithatt: Stlrilg^ 
years (viz. from 1784 to 1801) to provide themselves elsewhere 
than from Ireland, with a material so much needed as linen-yam! 
But the fact is, as Mr ^ Qt way . might har e seen had he consulted 
the debates of the Irisii Parliament during that time, and the 
publications in Ireland having, relation to commerce, that the 
English market became aln^s^, immediately shut to the Irish 
coarse linens, after the export of yarn to that market was 
stopped ; and that consequently the export from Ireland during 
much the greater part of the period lY84 — 1801, was of the 
finer description. 
'It- inay btf 'A3*gue(t «hat tlie sii!^' prttpdi<«d^ 'wMftR^ tltb^/^W<- 

Urdbifi^'^h^t^s^^ of 1iile^-e:s?p<!i^ %e^b i6 thaie^Vaw^M It^ and 
1798, is mainly tawing ito'tbe'faot titeft theiiyi^as not room for 
much further improvement ; the linen, like every other trade, 
having its limits. Tins', however, is'in ftcct only another testi- 
mony to the beneficial influence of Irish home legislation, since 
titiA^]^'kfe(^boi*t4t^Mf flU^Inc^,' th^ vAiimi IMiV^d^ so^^^ly 
ttt^ij^ed.' And irr^meriw* fotih^'admddm'df ^^VWidh^fo 
Sheib) thai'kadihdt*n^as^t^W^Si^h^ diirHtd;^ihkf'6^^ hiiU^s 
imrbtki^'tip-m T8Q5 >fe^>tt/rf not'M'^ 'docUrred byth^miAf]fSf^ 

bj^^ ih^^ia&teaw^ojf' \d^md m^ iS^^totitf; cm^^ -bfAef.mfmMe 

Sfpep^iMbn'MtAk^hi^Mtif; tb ^id^ fishing of th^'^dikf^^^ 
i)f thiAtb€fil^dmHn^Uefit*S'iehichim''»u(i^^ gVWWf ^dUHd^^ M- 

It isvfihaniiiiou^ adknbwle^e^^ana ^d^kildd^^^thM^Siiftfo 
1 825, ' whlen'ty 'tk^ffi^- b^Vwe^' fh^f wo totiliiti^'Wats lOiifl^libfM 
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^}avtoa9img;^tra(ik9 and^i consequently cdficial records ceased to 
hfi'hfifti •Ur.^BtiJOates Q£jtlft» commercial progressof Ireland are, 
fi|.^be«t^ hvAgoad g^e99t0^\ In the truly "valuable ^ Irish Railway 
Report," drawn up by the lamented Mr. Drummond, this de- 
&iti&acy', isf ^qpokciQ of, • and »depLored« He sought to supply it by 
jbrfdng thfi exaggenated reports of individual merchants ; who 
mtwMjf eiiMl^/irishedf to moke their dealings appear as large 
m ili»imd9t image o£: probability at all allowed. With all his 
^^mdoiir MEn dDfi^mmcMid was not adverse to these exaggerations : 
itlWM^ apoijiti.vith him» as with British itriters in. general, and 
Pj^rs^nS' JdBpcatiiig. itta the . imperial Parliament in particular, to 
fQahe-ditti as £»r(«u3 possible a ^^ prosperity case'' for. the Union. 
lie^AtifG^twe setsjdown <»xr linen export to have been in 1835, 
jfOiftBliQIV* of c^ds,. without however attempting to say that 
that was a seven -years average. We can afford ta adm^ fbr 
j^brtt^spkexofr^argwaient^ that the average was so high ; and yet 
Ah^fienM tl7^t^l 786. will be found to have proportiobably 
iateefidl^it* ?I£ those- 18 years gave an increase of-22^ixnllioo6 
iofi:yaD4fl^the S^yeejrs of.the Railway Report ought to. have 
^■vesNian-morea^e-of .42 millions. But they actually gave no 
JMgbtfP amount than 28^600,000 yards I 
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J^;^S]^Aff94i^AyXNG-;»£FSB;^NCB TO THB. GOMMEBG]^ MANU- 

Lrirs 9ef PF?9^$^ ^^N1?£RN44. Fp,OSFESJTY, ^..fec OF IB£JUA,KX>, s 
tOl .^aoo'i TOtf :.i BEFOKE AWP AffTEtt THE piflON. ., .i. iv 

.Oijjvj..' '^^:^^r, •:■■{'•«'■ :■ ■ -■'■ ■ • " ■ :" ■ ■(•■■..: ■ ■■ 

30Jriti -.(^1-ir !-■.- .-■ -..■■■ ■ -■■ ■?■■■■ ^- • ■■.'■■■ ■ • 

^).j^^e^,f' BatWn<?|^,of Trade," o^ relative proportion to each oth^ 

j»f;f^.f^9^tx7's,f(xp<)r^a.and imports, was a t^s1( in much vogue .in 

libft'Jl^rt 9,Wt^ffyy,:wW 1ibB-adY««»^e» or„cU6adTantagea. of ex- 

;«^l7>i4 i^tV^'l'^^^. h^ eatimated*.v Sunder xKYtions. of.politioal 

^^f^f;Q]^<p^y,J|^y€^ .to.us^^^^ expipessi)^^ f^rench phraa^ .muoh..<< (/gls- 

:,yf^(J^J'»this^test..,,,Xbe.i4«a is ^pl(?ded,.i3j^at4,iituamport»4rirade 

If^h^^ipr & eimntry,. miurely because sli^e pii^ya ^ meiiey for 

what she recei^^. Mon,ey has beeArecog};iizeGi.a8,to,vthe fuUas 

i][i^h.a.!f<^mar1fp(;abl6 fiQmmodity»'! as^be ".goods," on <*pro4uce," 

cur^pfM*iiy. ^^ cojQ^id^r^ ; 9ioA where .imporitOttiouibas been ,feund 
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in any case really disadrantageousy it' has bei^, l^ecatunof some 
peouliarhoF i» the qtmiitjf^ not beoaose of tbe-. quanii^, ah- 
stractedly speakings of the ^articles receivecL Again, a great 
exportation has been seen not to he,<)fnee}e8Sity, a great benefit. 
On the contrary it has come somettmes to<be oonsideroi a great 
evil — as in liie case of export of ootnmodities wanted by the 
population at home — or iiviiere a Taluable return is not certain 
and immediate. 

To come then to a proper judgment of the real commercial 
status of a country, the nsiture^ as well as the quantity of her 
exports and imports must be enquired into ;,-(aBd.th^i^ects, 
genemlly, upon the condition of the Inhabitants. 

Our space limits us to a Tery brief and cursory examination 
of these points. .'»,, • 

We have seen in the article to which this is appended, how 
wretched was the commercial condition of Ireland belotelfrBO; 
and some evidences have been recorded of her extracnrdinary 
advance subsequently. The rate of Exchange -was after 1780 
steadily in her favor, in her dealings with £kigland; (as^mcorded 
in the report of a committee oi the imperial "parliament in 
1804, upon the currency, &c. &c* of Irelaiid.) The *ooinmittee 
to which we refer, although an English committee of an English 
Parliament, did themselves confess the prosperity off Ireland 
after 1782. They, to be sure^ ascribe that prosperity to the 
mere fact. of the establishment of the Bank of Ireland in ,^83 ; 
but this inadequate cause for so great Bia effect, as the << rapid 
advances of trade^ manufactures,' and agriculture," vhidi .tiiiey 
speak of, (Report, page 12,) we need not delay to discnss; ; b^^ 
satisfied with their confession of the fact of those advaQoes^ y^^^r 

The excess of the exports of Ireland, over what she receiv^ 
in return from England, (namely, as more than two to QjkBt.s^ 
Foster, debate -in committee, 17990 would of itself lie>enQia^ 
to demonstrate the activity of her manufGustures^-liep export-of 
unmanufactured produce being comparatively 'nothings and J^t 
home-consumption being, in a very great over-proportioi]f>.su|^ 
plied by herself. .... ; 

. Comparisons will best shew the state of her- homercon^iffDfh 
tion of those foreign articl^^ whose use is. geheraiiy taksi^^<af^ 
the scale hj which to estimate the degree of pi'ospm.^jD^^ 
people. The following comparisons are.not^QQljf tbe^yia^tJtJJWb 
consumed in Ireland at periods before and sffter the Uaianrr) 
liut between those miaatities and wlni.t were consumed^ jn,ipii||t^ 
land at ccHTrcBpoadnig periods. The figures yeri^fingthfjiDfij^ 
detail will be found in the. report of the committee-of IS^Oii^ 
the ^ State of the Irish Poor,"-^Mr. Spring Rice^ : the pres^^ 
Lord Moateagle, cbairmaa — (see AppendiceB> G.:l.^a<id^.,Jh' 
p.p. lia— 125, No. 667 oiF 1830 Reports.) : . , , 
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^ Period from 17^5 io the Union :— 

Tea— Increase of consumption in Ireland, ' 84 per cent. 

In England 45 do. 

*'rom 1786 to the Union. 
Tobaisoo — Increase in Ireland, - - 100 do. 

In England - •64 do. 

From 1787 to the Union. 
Wine — Increase in Ireland, - - - 74 do. 

In England - - - 22 do. 

♦ From 1 785 to the Union. 

Sugar — Increase in Ireland, - - •> 57 do. 

In England - - - 53 do. 

Front 1784 to the Union. 
Coffee — Increase in Ireland, - - - 600 do. 

In England- - - 75 do. 

" Pmod from the Union to the year 1827 : — 

Tea — Increase in England, - - 25 per cent. 

'■' Increase in Ireland, - - 24 per cent. 

- ' Coffee — Increase in England, - - 1,800 per cent. 
Increase in Ireland, - - 400 per cent. 
Sugar— Increase in England, . - 26 per cent. 
Increase in Ireland, - - 16 per cent. 
Tohacco-^Increase in England, - - 27 per cent. 
De&rease in Ireland, - - 37 per cent. 
Wine-— Inereeise in England, « - 24 per cent. 
Decrease in Ireland, - - 45 per cent. 
'. As to itU these items, the latest official information is of the 
ftsar ' 1825 — ^the records of trade hetween the two countries 
havili^ ceased to he kept in that year ; and hy far the greater 
part of the commodities enumerated coming to us through 
England. 

We have, in the preceding Addendum, shewn the progress of 
the lineii trade in the period of legislative independence, as ad- 
'^ttiitdgieoiifily ' conttasted with the preceding and subsequent 

The defenders of the Union ordinarily lay much stress oh 
the indieiEUied export of cattle, sheep, and provisions, since that 
measure. This export, however, is Jrom a stetrving people ; 
and being so, the argument as to its great value to Ireland is not 
dn& to waste much time in considering. A curious fact has 
coiiie out with reference to this subject. A return appeared in 
al -the Dublin papers, in November, 1842, of the number of 
flhe^'taid homed cattle at the great Fair At BislKnaslpe, ev^rjr 
fSbi^imm. 1790 f 6 1842.* A statement of the number for t*he 
year 1843 appeared in the papers last Novetnber. The follow- 
ing figures, thus obtained, we put in the same table, with figures 
from a Parliamentary Return of 1834, and the Irish Railway 
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Report, shewing tlie eXyoj't of tlie arti'cles ihehtioiidfl-in' two of 
the years included. We have no return of the export ladt jeAf, \ 



Years. 



Sheep. 



Export 
of Ditto. 



1799 



1835 



1843 



77,900 



62,400 



62,726 



800 



125,000 



Horned 

Cattle. 



9,900 



8,500 



8,815 . 



£xpoarto(Do. • 



-r^ r-T+-.. 

14,000 



"T* 



+■ 



98,000. -. 



! ■ ' ■ ■>.. 



The question naturally arises — what became of ; the .Y7,0()b 
surplus sheep in the first year, as well as the sheep at the other 
fair* ? — They were eaten at home, ' \ 

As to oxen, 14,000' went away in 1799, and 98,000 in 1835^ 
yet if we test the product of all Ireland in the former year, By 
the most sufficient criterion of the amount at Batlinailoe fair, 
we shall find that Ireland had then more for sale thafi hi ISBS^ 
and consumed the greater part of the surplus over her expbrt— 
exporting the remainder in the more valuable form of piroviiiansm 

The parliamentary documents quoted beforie, enable us t6 
shew what the export of provisions was irithe yefars 1799 
and 1835. 



!' ' 



I. ' 



Year. 



Export of Cattle. 



1799 



1835 



14,000 



98,000 



Swine. 



4,000 



76,000 



Beef and Pork, ' 
Barrdi^.' 



.-•f f 



mUU 



J^f 



278,000? ' 

' ■■ ■{ '-■-■' 



140^000 



• (I > ; 



-. i 



There has : then . been: sinoe the Umon, a decreaM pf-tlie 
tnore valuable export, (viz., provisions — ^valuable becanu^ipf-i 
the labour employed at home in their manufiEiotui}e^)^^*inyi-mL. 
increcne of the less valuable, vie., the live animals-«*-le8s yalua* . 
ble to a country as an article of export, by reason of the >biii^ - 
quantity of employment which is given in the preparing. pfitf) 

As the diminution of the number of barrels of beef And ppr^. 
will not, by any means, account fi>r the great increase- 4>f. the' 
live export — ^while the whole number of cattle produced -in 
Ireland in 1835, was, at any rate, not greater than in 'l799r«-^it 
follows, that much of the excess of live: export in 1 835 ^ must ■ 
have been by deduction f roan the number previovsli^ cousuni^ - 
at. home — and therefore, that the home-consumers. in the latter, 
year, was considerably less than in the year before the UnifiHy 
notwithstanding, the cent, per cent, increase ofpopulafiQ^^ 
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j piit ^^ mfj jbe said, that the market for IrUh cattle and pro- 
Ti^jons was probably " & forced one" before the. Union. So far, 
koweVer, was this from being the case, that there were actually 
duiieg on their expo%*t ; yet so active and profitable was the 
kooW-^mand, that not only was there no complaint from parties 
in that trade, but on being offered by Mr. Foster, when Chan- 
eettor of thefixefaeqner, to have the exports made free, those 
parties ktotualiy dechnedthe offer. 

The war could not be said to have forced the demand in 
1789 ; for In the years 1Y87, 1788, and 1789 there was no war, 
and the average export of those years was 227,564 barrels— 
on which the amouiit giren above for 1 799) was no more than a 
natural and moderate increase. 

since the Union, the home-market for these commodities has 
become extremely limited ; and wliat advantage was gained by 
the iBj^tended market in England is now passing away. The 
taridP-reform'of last sesision was one severe blow to our Irish 
mi^nopplyi as it was called, of supplying the English market in 
th^ respieots*. A strange monopoly ! which amounted to no 
mOTQ th^ the privilege of sending over cattle and provisions^ at 
of cour^ heavy charges for freight, &c., &c., to compete in the 
Enj^lish mariLct with the same articles of native produce. This 
cdinp4tition of course prevented the Irish dealer from charging 
his expenses in his prices, and therefore his profits were oonr 
siderably reduced from what they would have been had the so- 
called -^^ monopoly' really existed. In fact he but supplied the 
gap tha^ithe.finglishinan or Scotchman could not help leaving 
open. The measure of the session before last tends to narrow 
kis market still more— and last year these interests received ano- 
thee, heavy blow by the most unexpected reduction of the govern- 
ment ooBlcaots, from 26,000 tierces of beef and pork last year, 
to no more than 1200 tierces ! 

Jlrv Foster in 1799 said, that '^ Ireland exported naunmauu- 
fatBtiRVid wtiol ; «^ toorked up all it had, and there was little 
reaaob'to suppose the quantity would be enlarged, as the great 
in^riate of agriculture and of the linen manufacture^ gave a 
beUerprbfit in the land, than sheep aflforded.'' 

Irialaad has, since the Union, ceased for several years to work 
XL^ tlH^ 'or a considerable portion of her own wool. She exports 
the*g^ter part of it now-^and exports it in a way the least pro- 
fitable to -her, namely, on the back of the live animal. 

' The following extract from a speech by a high conservative 
antherity, was read by Mr. O'Conuell, when opening the Repeal 
Debate in the Dublin Corporation, on the 28th of February^ 
1843. It bears on the genera) state of Irish commerce since 
the Unito. 

** I am now about to read you an extract from a speech pro- 

Q 
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Booueed by the Rev. Doctor Boyton, on Saturday, .the 23ard of 
Febmary, 1833 : — 

*^ *. The exports and imports, as fax as they are a test of a de? 
oay of profitable qccupation-^-so far as the exports and imports 
are supplied from the parliamentary retums-^-exhibit extraordip 
navy evidences of the condition of the labouring classes. The 
hnportationof flas-«eed (an evidence of the extent of a most isv* 
portant source of employment) was — in 1790, 339,745 barrels^ 
1800, 327,621 barrels; 1830, 168,458 barrels. The importa- 
tion of silk, raw and thrown, was— in 1790, 92,0911bs.; 1800^ 
79,060lb8. ; 1830, 3,190lb8. Of unwrought iron,in 1790, 2,971 
tons ; in 1800, 10,241 tons ; in 1830, 671 tons. Formerly we 
spun all our own woollen and worsted yarn. We imported . in 
1790, only 2^294lbs. ; in 1800, l,880lbs. ; in 1826, 662,75aibs. 
An enormous increase. There were, I understand, upwards of 
thbty persons engaged in the woollen trade in Dublin, who have 
become bankrupts since 1821. There has been, doubtless, an 
increase in the exports of cottons. The exports were— -in 1 800, 
9,147 yards; 1826-7, 793,873. The exports of ootton from 
Great Britain were— in 1829> 402,517,196 yards, vaLue^ 
£12,516,247, which will give the value of our cotton exports at 
aometing less than a quarter of a million — ^poor substitute for 
o«r linens, which in the province of Ulster alone ezeeeded in 
value two millions two hundred thousand pounds.'" - 

Having given a conservative authority, we now give that of 
a liberal. The gentleman we allude to is MiCHAXii Staujhtor, 
Esq., T. C, Dublin. In a speech in the Repeal Assooiation 
last December, and several articles in his excellent paper (the 
Weekly Register), both before and since, he gives the follow* 
ing, in reply to allegations by a pamphleteer whom govenunent 
have reoently employed to string together fedlaoies by way at 
answer to the arguments of the Repealers. 

Referring to the production of this individual (Mr. Mont- 
GOMEBY Mabtin, author of " The History of the British 
Colonies," proprietor and editor of a London Newspaper of 
three weeks existence, entitled <' The Repealer/' &o« &c.) Mr. 
Staunton spoke as follows, in a speech delivered by him in 
the Conciliation Hall, Dublin, Dec. 11, 1843: — 

'''It is not to a charge of mere sophistry that Mr* Martin has 
left himself open in his present, and, indeed, in his foxvner 
work ; it is to the suppressio iferi — ^to a fabrication of the data 
on which he founds his conclusions. If he sets down a row of 
figures yon are prepared for the result to which such a process 
ofdinatily leads ; if he strikes a total, or gives you the materiai 
for a total, you do not suspect that he leads you away firom 
truth ; for, to do this in arithmetical illustration, affecting a 
g:reat oaose and the foYtuaes of a people, is of a piece with the 
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to^pitade of poisoning the springs in time of warfare (clieers). 
Mr. O'Neill, then, did not think himself justifiable in refusing 
his belief until better informed ; but that Mr. Martin, in these 
yfijiAsf grossly, enormously deceives his readers, I shall show 
by .some examples of a character which have never before, I 
believe, been witnessed in political controversy (hear, hear). 
I jihall not, on the present occasion, follow Mr. Martin through 
his antiquities, on which he is confused, contradictory, ill- 
informed, and absurd. I shall not apply myself much even to 
his attempt to show that Ireland drooped between 1782 and 
the Union ; but there is one fact which it would be a crime to 
overlook. Not satisfied with the general allegation that Ire- 
land was in decay for eighteen years before the Union, Mr. 
Martin professes to give the details demonstrating the fact, 
and he takes from them the table of exports. What are these 
details ? Certain items, fifteen in number, showing a trifling 
decline. There are two sides to an account, but Mr. Martin 
was satisfied with one, and therefore he omitted every inser- 
tion in the catalogue showing increase. He omitted in his 
table of Irish exports even linen ; it was literally the part of 
Hamlet left out of the play, by particular desire. He omitted 
bacon, beef, butter, oats, candles, &c. And even in playing off 
a great fraud he managed to commit a minor one, for instead 
of beginning, as he ought to have done, at 1782, and ending at 
1800, for the sake of a petty advantage he began at 1785, and 
closed at 1798. Now, taking in the whole transactions, even 
within this limited period, there appears to be an increase in- 
stead of a deficit, of 3,636,000/. But, taking the account in 
the fiairest way, that is, contrasting the five years ending in 
1782 with the five years ended in 1800, the increase reaches to 
7,000,000/. In the first period the aggregate of the exports in 
round numbers was ... .. ..• £15,000,000 

In the second period ... ... 22,000,000 

Being an increase of ... ... £7*000,000 

There was another minor fraud quite characteristic : there is a 
fluctuation in all commercial transactions ; receipts will be in 
some years more and in others less. Mr. Martin looked into 
the sugar, wine, and tobacco tables, and seeing this, he took his 
amounts from the records of the years most favouring his 
argument. His sugar account takes in periods of three years, 
beginning in 1789 and ending in 1794 ; his wine account carries 
the last year to 1796, and his tobacco account only compre- 
hends two years — ^the first 1794, and the second 1796. By 
this device he is able to show his favourite "decline in all items.** 
It seems, however, that if he took four years ended 1782, and 
four years ended 1800, as he ought to have done, there would 

q2 
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..-. :-..-i- til lieaJs, and it would be of the following 

*Mu-tr. I'UAX) cw-ts.; wine, 1,207,000 gallons; 

. .•.^•'♦O'JMilbs. So much for the effort to show 

^a» itM'iininir in the last eighteen years of the last 

)»,». ^t the illustrations of gigantic advancement 

•-..ues ♦'•I Dublin, which it will be new to us all iQ 

ui-'^mnsr. It seems there were 3,213 houses built 

••..I.. -.'KM:? tiie Union. This proves my case, says Mr. 

«. .. (■• '.tii5 Mot been told, or, if he had, he suppresses the 

sji. .aiiv :iim'e houses than this are insolvent or falling 

». .^. ^lr. 'lliomas li^llis, member of Parliament for 

M^.s'i, I iiviTvd the following statement of house insolvencies 

.». '.aiiK iitarv committee in 1822: — 

UOrtSES INSOLVENT IN DUBLIN. 

• ■^ ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• OOv 

>') ••• ••« ••• ••• ... I )\# t £t 

■ «•• ••• ••• ••• ••• i.,ooo 

^ ' ^ *> 3Q7 

^ ••• ••• ••• ••. ••• ^,tj^ I 

• ' ••• ••• ••• ••• ••. 0,M\/0 

' N*'il ^ QjsQ 

^•'•\' ••• ••• ■•• ••• ••• vy^W^ 

^■" 4 710 

•• > ••• ••• ••• ••• •** ^E, % ^ ^J 

h.^ ^iilior o\ceeds the number of the new houses. Tlie fact 

.. .u.» '.» this instant houses are dropping into insolvency and 

.. I u *\ibHn, and there are districts in which some once 

...!....»if »ul o\oelleut residences are let for the amount of the 

uvi.^ oiK'a of hear, hoarV I see it boasted that the houses 

•*% .• UvTeasi'd throughout Ireland since the Union. Have not 

v,;Uuaiiou doubled during the interval? Mr. Martin thinks it 

.oaderful that a certain Dr. Riudon mentioned in 1727 that 

iu- in tvieuty was a pauper in Ireland. We heard some time 

.lu-c that the proportion wa:? one in three, or one in four, and 

.tw .ill Ci'mcudvr when TKOOO citizensof Dublin were announced 

o W iu I ho receipt of daily charity (heai', hear). Mr. Martin 

•iL^iihlM, iu dcliaucc of all authority, that the absentee drain does 

.u»t ovcccil t"-.000,000 : and, that his book should want no 

iiiiKi-4ito.<>it\. he Nolcmuly avers that the Union was "a triumph 

.»l vca*iou and a leusc of mutual interests," and not a triumph of 

iiiuu', corruption, aiul a sus^vnsion of all forms of constitu- 

iumiU li\\ ychccrN^. He undertakes to show progress in ship- 

biiildi\»v\» t'uv ho co'e.cx do^^'.x ov.!y to 1S30. After that he says 

ihiu ui JO ' iix» voturu^ * rheiv «rrr?* returns, but as there was 

*d»»lun \\wk \<» !\o jiv'.s rM of the acknowledgment bv 

...iiioi/,, ih.ii .4">o'* t!^: a*/. *.s a blank iu the public recoros 

ilu'.ki. Ki.u^ Uo sW.vasiTi :V.o vustoms' receipts of Dublin in 

yHW \\»vK \hc wsv'oi!. oi' lS:5ii. Why take these years spe- 
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jBy^jf!,. Bflfiaufle I84l.ha.d th^ a4vanta^ oyer 1829 of.thepugar 
jJ\i\ifesj/'^lMQk jwem paW in» ]EpgIand ia 1829, but which were 
mW.,,^u .Duplin ift ,1-84 J. . Tbjt, great agent, however, in- the 
^^i^^Qf^a iKbich Jdr^ Martin and otners have h.een practising is, 
airf^f^^^t^enfron^ th Deport, pf the Railway Commissipiaeirs. 
^fpT:dy;ig tq tl^ stat^metnt* exports and imports had doubled 
p/^wepp, 1825 wd 1835^ There is no account of .the real 
ya|u|^s;pf export iu 18^5 ; but judging pf them by the decrease 
fltfjijicfi yaluQS. since the war,, the united exports and imports of 
||pJ5, , . Ppuld . .not i haye exceeded £ 1 6,000^00. The railway 
jri^rt.f^sqifts th^ thev were £32,000,000 in 1835. Then they 
douoled in the interval according to this representation. I shall 
show how utterly unwarranted it would be to adopt such a con- 
clusion (hear, hear)^. In the £rst place, there is no sufficient 
authority for the statement in the railway report (hear, hear). 
The account the Railway Commissioners themselves give of 
their table is the' following : — * It is greatly to be regpretted that 
on a matter so important, and capable of affording so useful an 
indication' of the condition of the country, documents having 
aficial authority cannot he referred to. To supply this defi- 
ciency w^.applied to the Commissioners of Customs, who directed 
their collectors at the several ports to prepare the returns given 
ill die 4pp^^dix B, Np. 9« From these returns the table of 
^xpor^ and imports for 1835, Appendix B, No. 10, has been 
CQinpifed. In Porter's tables we find a similar table for ] 825*' 
t1\e ,Cbjnmissioners in a note add : — < We regret that the state 
of^ilie; latiipuring population does not warrant us in assuming 
{t(af an J Considerable portion of this increased consumption la 
shaded iy them. The demand seems to proceed almost exclu- 
iiY^Iy £coin the superior class of landholders and the inhabitants 
of l^e tpwns^ (p. 17). As to the general condition of the pea- 
^try, tlbey state — ' Amongst the effects of this rapid increase 
^^'pppulation, without a corresponding increase pf remunerative 
ra^loyment, the most alarming, though the most obviously to 
Ke expected restdt, is a deterioration of the food of the peasantry. 
Kilk is heoome almost a luxury to many of them; and the 
cmalitj of their potato diet is generally much inferior to 
vtiat it was at tne commencement of the present century. 
A' species of potato called ' the lumper' has been brought into 
general cultivation, on account of its great productiveness, and 
thcf facility with which it can be raised from an inferior soil> and 
wkh a comparatively small portion of manure. This root^ at 
myfirst introduction, was scarcely considered food good enough 
rap swine; it neither possesses the farinaceous qualities of the 
beitier ya^ieties of the plant, nor is it as palatable as any other, 
K^^^ 'wet and tasteless, and in point oi substantial nutriment 
little bef teir, as an article of human food, than a Swedish turnip. 
In many counties of Leinstery and throughout the provinces of 
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Munster and Connaught, the lumper now constitutes the prin« 
cipal food of the lahoiirlug peasantry, a fact which is the- more 
striking when we consider the great increase of produce, to- 
gether with its manifest improvement in quality, which is an- 
nually raised in Ireland for exportation and for consumption hy 
the superior classes.' This is the account the Railway Com- 
missioners give of their tables and the general condition of the; 
people. Admitting that there was a real advance of great 
magnitude, they proclaim that it little benefitted the ^ labouring 
population.' And who are the * labouring population ?* The 
country itself — the bone and sinew of the state (great cheer- 
ing). Ireland is said to be the inheritance of 10,000 proprie- 
tors. There are some thousands who have derivative interestir 
of much value, but forty-nine fiftieths of Ireland and of ev&rf 
country, are the * labouring population.' They arc the grestf 
consumers — they are the principal payers of the taxes-^-they 
compose the army and navy — ^they are the defenders of the 
country in case of invasion — and they are the props and jnllars 
of the throne under all circumstances (cheering). Ye^ it is 
said that they have had no perceptible benefit from this gi^t 
increase^ even supposing it not to be a fable. If they hav6 wHt 
been served there was no increase worth boasting of ; if they 
have not been served it is absurd to assume an increase at all; 
for it is quite impossible that what are called the scroerioi^ 
classes, and the inhabitants of towns, could have doubled th^ 
advantages in ten short years, without an essential benefit t6' 
the whole people — ^to the artizans in all quarters, and etett t<r 
those agricultural labourers who are acknowledged f6 have 
descended to the * lumper' since the commencement of the pf*-' 
sent century; that is, since Ireland had the protectioii of aii^' 
sident parliament (loud cheers). But whatever may be said of 
the statement in the railway report, it is allowed that it rests'Mi' 
no data which are authentic. Are there any data of thutbha^' 
racter to warrant us in inferring its fallacy ? There are seVMra! 
(hear, hear). 1st, We have an authentic account of the tranij*' 
actions before 1825. I will take them up from 1B05, that iW 
twenty years before that interval of ten, which we are consider-' 
ing. We shall most easily judge of the relative amounts- 
within this time, if we take the aggregate transactions in 
periods each of five years : — 





Aggregate of 
imports. 


Exports. 


Real value of 
Exports. 


18Q5 to 1810 ... 
1810 to 1815 ... 
1815 to i8ao ... 
1820 to 18i25 . . 


32,826,989 
38,308,645 
29.330,643 
30,698,877 


27,483,722 
33,455,386 
32,634,860 
36,233,210 


51,909,99a 
64,567,887 ' 
53,369..aieO 
4^,006.460 
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Taldng them in two periods of ten jears each, the amounts 
are the following : — 





Aggregate of 
Imports. 


Exports. 


Real value of 
Exports. 


1st 10 years 
2nd 10 years 


71,135.634 
60,039,311 


60,949,118 
68,868.070 


116,4rr,877 
98,369,020 



The^^imports were not as good in the second period as the 
0ir8^ ; the exports, taJdng the official values, were somewhat 
better ; but uniting the transactions under both heads, there 
was a falling off — considering the exports with reference to 
real values, a great falling off. Does this afford any colour of 
ground for the belief that, in the next ten years to these, two 
periods of ten years each, there was a doubling of the trans- 
actions, ft two-fold increase, an increase reaching to the ex- 
tiniordinary magnitude of cent, per cent. An increase of cent. 
per cent, in ten years I The idea is preposterous. What was 
there in the interval between 1825 and 1835 to warrant the 
supposition that there was any increase at all ? Nothing, cer- 
tainly* in the state of Ireland, or the general condition of the 
empire. But there was in one of the preceding intervals, much 
to render a great increase most likely, for it was a period of 
Accordingly, we find that up to 1814 there was, from 



war. 



1805| a decided augmentation of transactions. The activity of 
the war then ceased, and with it the increase of the trans- 
actions, profits suffering a great diminution. Between 1814 
and 1825, profits on exports declined fully one half, the real 
values being, in the former year, £14,830,000, whereas, they 
were, in the latter, only £7,320,000. There is a second ground 
on which we assume the fallacy of the statement. It represents 
that there waa an increase of the linen exports to the extent of 
rather more than 27 per cent. There is an authentic account 
of the British transactions in the exportation of linen between 
1825 and 1836, deducible from the annual finance accounts. 
The value of this commodity exported in the two years was as 
follows ^— - 





Omcial Value. 


Real Value. 


IOSbO ••* ••• *•. «.« 

JOtlO a • ... ... ••• 


£3,280,000 
3,760,000 


£2,440,000 
2,360,000 



This shows a decline in real value, but an increase of 14^ per 
ceut. in official value. This increase, however, was likely to be 
a Scotch increase. I need not state, that there is a large ex- 
portaUon of Scotch as well as Irish linens from British ports. 
There is no recent account of the transactions in Scotch linens ; 
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1813 to 1822. Ti:^ jktds ^xf&iiM 

as follows :— ■ ■■ i-i-.w^ fiicni^*/ r.j»v, 

' *■ ■ ''^ ■ •• - J .Yrti^^ol 

'•'1813, ... . ... .... .^.^,19,000,660 

^ 1823 . ... -«,, 36,000,000 



t' ,■ •_ 



Here we liave an increase, not of 27 'per cent., but nearly 90 
per cetH^' Imd that <)i^ effect wtts operattre on the ^ i^oiif|t[*of 
0Ht1sh;^xi^bHr betweeti IB^S aUd 1835 is iofeHaBle 6mni{^e 

' J^reit1hereBSi» of i$60toh rereniie aud'tnde'ia)gei»ral.ift/tbat 
intia^iil'. ' ltMiee'% lirfair t«> eonolndei tliat bf't^Q dbompa^a- 
tiyely small augmentation of British transactions iit:liiie«9be- 
tween IS2& and 1835, no part was connected with Ireland 1 and 
if that i^ere the case, it 4saj be talten for granted, that there 

. -waa no augmentation whatever in the Irish linen man ufactu re 
beiweeqi wese years ; tJ^ougK if we were to lielii^Ye the state- 
menl ojt^e railway report, it increased more thaii^ SST^fbr cent. 

T^ere is a third eround on which the filllacfy Vf the state- 
ment may be assumed. The' foreign trade of Irerand'~dliclhied 
6itKe-wliole'betWeferi.l825and !835's-i^ ' ' -i ^imIT 

'■■■■ 1 "^i -i' ■ 1 - •• ■■■ :•/ . : ■: — ^..^'i ; — -ifi i-*y i>obttJo 






- f. : 
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Imports. " EijpoMftii 



£1, 460,000 • 
' 1,450,000 " 



■^t:.-. 






■ ■ >■ ..Y»- ^ - 

The iniports were about, stationary, 1)ut l^e exporS f^^off 
more than one-half. This is a state of things wholly incompa- 
tible with the assumed exteMon of our commenBoG^ especially 
the stepping interests. The value oi our liBBn».iixported to 
fbreifi^ <iountrie8 fell off f^m £180,000 to £86^£O0. There 
is a Krtirth ground. The rei^nue was statRnorybtflween 1825 
andiB$6:— ■ ji 

Aggregate amount of Irish Revenue in five ' ' '^ ' 

y^mrsj ending 1825 .., .« ... -'ie22/(38»000 

Ditto, ditto, 1835 ... ... ... 22,096,000 

It may.be- said that there Y^er^ taxes repealed between 1825 
and 1835, which lessened the produce of the Irish revenue, 
yefy'but these were taxes imposed-^-taxes on - p^p^^ ^Hass, 
hi^es and sUbs^ postage, whies, spirits, and- oiSiei^ eofiiMefities. 
The spirit revenue, which in 1825 wis £770,0S0y'1Mnrin ^835, 
£1,490,000, being an increasis of £7^0,000. Tlib taMt^ ira- 

If thelreiras'a real hid^e^^kt^'^t^l, tlii^ ««^^A>liave 
been 1^ ffimilar inerease of the tea revenue. In 1825 Aat 



wholly paid iD i83e-r-8-d^— ^ . ^^ - ;.„JJm 

T(»*W^, 1836 ... ... £4T6,600 ■ 

••'<j.<>i\\>.,:l i8g7 „, 470^000 

■><'!'.(''."'.--. 1838 ... .... 469,000 

1l> -.l-rt-.f, r^r.f ,.t-,.,- 1839 -<■ . ...,,,., , ... . .. 405,00)) ,, 

^ol^iK'givet'fan w*enge'«{;<£440,000, ivltidi V:<r9tlwr belo^ t|ie 
^'ilM0Qst«IPi6Sjr. ':'rdBi:nbt onl^in tea.3iQBra,-bul.iD.tweiit]r- 
'''>^eT«til7<HUK:fellobiug;:.the Uniodi iti(n«Metl. on); velorea . per 
'"Mfm-lnou^'the'tAK prtynble upon it in j[re1an4nncr«(^44 ^0 

'■■ietmixtl' '■' ■'^■•.P'nr.-, ■!.-:.■■;■!>. ...,- -'-"i,-,,"-. 



■ Duiy.' 



«fS:ir' 



3,499,000 
' 3,88Y,peO . 



■£J 35.000 ■ 



There ib a mth groon^ on whickthe atotaofent jKtay Vp cbn- 

- dsded to be. grosaly exaggerated. I^ it were true,^ ^e I'rish 

bww^cpis exceeded, aut,. of all proportion those of (ireat 

Brita'Pi .though, lopkipg at the cus&ins' revenue there was only 

■f^n^iS*^^' difiitreuQ^ Wween, the conntries. In the materials 

fftf,/pfi|^HiTacturpe, utq.^^ employment of labour, ther^ was, 

_with'~aiie eiceftiou, a' faUhig off between 1825 and'!8S5, as 

,,, >i^ bftfjiMnb]^ llie fallowing table ;- 



I ill,.: 



Iron 
ti.ifVelonia 



1835."/- 
.UOOQ i 
^ 31,000 
. .i3^0Q. 
,; l^WOQ, ; 

6,900 
. ^300 , 

4,900 



VW-':: 



urn',.: 



J^Jint^r 



uWool 



.765 

.ii,606' 
" 316 



4,000 

149,000 .;. 83,000 ' 

", Here, will Iwye no ground for conchiding that real prosperity 
■ ^niitmmU wiMt. giant. stride bt;tween 1826 ami 1833. Bark is 
M ^eifiXfi^tiOQ! 'ueDtioneil. .X do not suppress it, n lu M^tin, 
'■.■<aaAi»t hivi put it, if he think pj-oper, into ins Tiext budget. I 
1 "Wittbe ^Wthflr canilid and say, that the falling off in the im- 

'POftatioii' of .brimstone .was a circumstance, u^ fa>' a» that 
M i«qnM)di^ M concerned, ^vourable to the country, for it arose, 

f Lfcnttqirti .frtim the successful working of the nati?a iquies. 
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profess to know all the details of our steam navigation at this 
moment. I would he glad to he informed of them ; hut I helieve 
all the vessels set down as Irish have heen huilt in England or 
Scotland — that they are only partly engaged in the Irish trade^ 
and that they sail at stated times whatever^may he their cargoes. 
This remarkahle thing is to he said of tonnage, that the ships 
which entered the Irish ports in the last year were represented 
to be 1 8,000, while the ships which entered the British ports 
were only 35,000. Hence you would infer that Ireland had 
more than half the shipping transactions of Great Britain, 
though if you look to registry, we are to Great Britain as only 
1 to 14, aad if you look to building, we are only as 1 to 60 
(hear, hear); But a more extraordinary thing still is, that 
^ough 18,000 vessels entered our ports last year, only 9,700 
left them (hear, hear). What became of the other 8,300 ? 
Did ^ey remain in our ports ? Not at all ; they came with 
eoftis, and they carried away gold, and mud from the river 
Lifiby « 

The following are extracts from articles published by Mr. 
Staimto& in his newspaper, on the same subject : — ' 

*** To remove cavil, however, on the one point, let (he says) 
atMtion be directed to the following table, in which quantities, 
il^ead of values, are expressed, and then let any honest man 
wf whether the assertion be correct, that Ireland rapidly iu- 
ci^as'ed in' prosperity during the few years that elapsed from 
ITW to 1800, when * England produced the Union, because 
she was becoming jealous of the increasing prosperity of Ire- 
limd,' because she could not tolerate the rapidly advancing 
pr6Sp^rity of Ireland." 

^' Ne^t to th|S follows a table of fifteen columns, and tbe 
resi^li is anticipated by a heading, in which it has declared, 
ttat * it shotps a clecrease on every item of exports^ Xte 
items are tke following : — 

Worsted yarn. 

Cows and oxen. 

Herrings, 

Drapery, 

Colonial merchandize. 

" We now beg to apprize the reader, that we are about to 
expose a firaud— a downright, absolute, barefoced fraud — ^which 
we believe to be wholly unexplained. It is quite true, that 
under ^ < items' selected, decrease is observable. But Mr. 
Ma^ny * items' do not contain the whole catalogue. They 
do not include even some of the principal articles. They do 
not psiDprisf any of the ft^lowing ^ 



Wheat, 
Bwley, 
Meal, 


Rape, 
Kelp, 
Tallow, 


To&g^ued, 
Wool, 


Calf skins, 
Linen yarn. 



AubilnjA *o 'XiipMKtx NolHv 



Hams, 

'Bacoii lA Flitches, 

Copper |Ote, ' 
GlasJ, 



Hide., ' ' 

Hog= 

Ho|v = I -iril 
Pluiu Luii-ii, 
Cobuicd Linen, 
I men and Cotto[i 
Poik, 

ria-x'Secd 



»P«?d,.Vl 



Mi Hartin giive his leaders fijleen columns of figTir^),wi 
he (niiimUi,d iu7ieief.li, thesL coin pn sing' some ot the principal 
articles atich «'! tlie great stajile uomniodily Linen In hu 
list of e\poitB lie ahsolutoh excludes even Lisi-N ' ' ' Non ho 
c(amiot pkad uegltgence, fifrgetfulnes'-, or iiiahilit> to iiud nut 
&U the cotnmoditiea he mi^lit be disposed to take into hia cal 
oulations. 411 the columns of artitles were before him— the 
nmLlfii as iiell IS the fifteen — ^and his proecsa was dimply 
tjiat of skipping over eteiy amount thnt would tell against Jiis 
case ' Is tliH pardonable lu u wiitrr who boa>.ta of the statis-- 
tipal lolumes he Ima given to the public — who caJTtea m ^^ 
SRtchell tin tLitimoimls of humbugged statcsmeu — nhoso luott' 
Ijrationa haie hem bestowed, by Ministers of State upmnn-. 
q^tirini^ pulitii-ians, such as Mr John iujjUStus O Neill asfoRn- 
toios of ii'itful information — and who nov lomcs torth so 'sea^ 
aonablj to Lumitt the impostor and bolster up a Govei cmiant 

f^' ^i^icojf oh ^pery item of export $o ipoi^yMMj,) 
Martin m tiie very heading of his fabnc^t^ t^Ij^L.. -jM^if 
what was the resul^ on the whole of the transaction^ .w)Uim tne 
^ars to Whicti ^ refers P He take^ two'^e:cioaB df seV^fi years 
eedi— ano'froKo 1785 to I?")!, an4 tile otbe'r 'frim iMl to 
1798 Th« following Will show the total piiduce of all ^fhtets 



thmlih 


Btune — 


- 


t ' 




First Period 




Second Mid. 


17S5 


. 2,737,068 


i7a2 


: fS,* 


1»86 


. . 3,957,843 


1793 


176J 


. . 4,238,333 


H94. 


.. 4,639,301 


iisa.: 


:..i 4,361,664 


1795 


. 4,704,732 


1789 


.. 4,103,339 


1796 


. 5,013,283 


1790 ■ 


'.. 4,826,360- 


wot 


i ■ *JIS»ia3 


W91 


.. 4,863,426 


. 1798 ' 


. ,tSliAK' 




30,089,043 


, ^.38,5a(4,38S„o3 




|M6 ia,&roitt q£ »ooa4j«wd. .:; ... 


S<l,«88JM»..ui 


:B^ 


.t.i«i«3«B5*1=r 



" Would the reader b^ prepared for ah; bvo^ re;|ii}t as this 
when he Vas first appriE^^of Mr. Martin's ''Hecreate'^on evert/ 
item ^ No matter- ffUit^^uctiuations mi|^h^ . h^ye (fCQifrred in 
some articles, Ihere irai'taa increase on the wiifilep'^ and it 
amounted to £^^^6',(|()dV ■' I . . i 

*f There i^ ^otVigk fiiat a soiAll ingenuity could devise ^hat Afr. 
}hnin^a3''n6t emploj^ in every instance to deceive hia reader. 
The two periods referred tp ware most favourable (6i tixe leger- 
demwn as to ' decrea^ i)u«vcr7 item,' and, therefore, they were 
selected for that reason'. ' Our worthy economist did iiot venture 
npon any comparisgn of totali in these periods, faiecanse.they 
*«(ilff ■*!!(>* fcp^'ifVetj A-cieiP hia itetnr of rfyeretfi*' Stere 'coun- 
ttilRffittilied'VeW debidedlf'B; amounts of increase.' Howevef, 
•' ight'I^e cbuld pofwetl omit eaine general tajbk of esporte j 

^S■d of gqSfet'h'aok to 17^5 for his figures, he 'c^Wifaence^ 
L'-'Efe'^Bhould' of right'Tiave tat'eri 'lT82^7n"the- flrHt' 
h'^jf^b'^siher Rh average, of years preceding it,) as the 
'trfiit— hut whyilot,' in nWidng out his genera? table, 
nurafvmSa 'kt'^ii ftvonrite '85 ? We have searched i6tti 
m^iSiWA likve foitnd It in the fact, that if he w^iit ^k even 
t)^"^ ^ tt'oidS' lose'some of his fifteen items of decrease. 
K^M i)f t^een he would have only eleven. Taking, hqwever, 
iTJWjW'ii'cOiainericemtnt, »nd comparing the ntnst suCceedibj^ 
fl9iH^i&i'8%'lt^t&e five jeArs following them, (including one'wP 
HUtmfifiai^lip Is able ta ^ve an item of general decrease. Bnt 
MPlMi&Sit'iraii hot 16 contrast 1790 with 1799, Wt 1782 
iHflE"1'StW.' Thfs'conld Beat he done by a siateinent of the' 
tj^jos of five years preceding both periods, and thaV 
yhtotfe, let ta see vrhat case would be left to Mf-^ 
ramit'y^Maftih :— ' '■'■■ 

— i 'rt^.jj.- ■^^ -h _.L__ ^ Irijh Exports ui 3 yewg,, 

ending 186o. ' ' 
.'17^6 .. 5,0I3,S^3.':'. 
■1797 .. <533.693,' 

1798 .. 4,3l'G,5gS 

1799 ' .. 4,455,339 
1800, :. 3,903,841 

22*222,748 
J^'m^''"- lBil86,997 

g-jyii-. ■ , .■ ■ , . ■ . - 

^SHKUAttce infavoorof the latter fi years £7,035^51 
<^Si(V'ibiioIi for Mr.Martin's 'rfecreOMOM weryi/em," We 
Med not, ^<R°i point to the reader's notice how much the 
eonta^t'ii afibcted by the peculiar years included in the latter 
int»+4l."'"0** of them was a period of actual insurrection — ■ 
Qirec ware y ea rs, at least, of inquietude. . Between 1796 and 
ISOe^Hc&'-Sifea mann&etww'Ml'Off froidfiHtjo^^'te'tlDMiy-fiTe 
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millions of yards, and in the following year it fell off to 25 
millions of yards. There was a great decrease, too, in the 
exportation of provisions, owing, amongst other caoies, to the 
increased military consumption at home* 

*^ In gross and detail Mr. Martin is a deluder. We shall giro 
one or two specimens more, and dismiss him for the present 
day. 

" We have seen what he has made of the illustrations . de« 
riyable from exports. He next proceeds to articles of luzwry 
imported, and to show that in them there was also a decrease 
he gives tables relative to sugar, wine, and tobacco importa^ 
tions« These tables are the following :•— 



SUGAR. 




Cwts. 


1789-1790-1791 

1792-1793-1794 

• 


••• 

... 


617,893 
567,215 


Decrease 


... 


50,678 


WINE. 




Gals. 


1789-1790-1791 
1796-1797-1798 


. ••• 

... 


4,195,454 
3,069,606 


Decrease 


••• 


1,125,848 


TOBACCO. 

lbs. 




lbs. 


1794 ... 9,426,211 

1795 ... 7,874,409 


1798 
1799 


••• 
... 

Total 


4,894,121 
5,876,172 


Total 17,300,620 


10,770,293 



n 



^' The reader sees here another change in the selection of years 
under every head. Why was this ? On looking over the items 
in a long column of amounts, Mr. Martin saw that there were 
fluctuations, and he took his data in each case from that part 
of the column which best answered his purposes. The leader 
will better understand this when we take a few quantities from 
the sugar table given in Mr. Spring Rice's Appendix to the 
Poor Report of 1830 :— 

SUGAR ENTERED FOR HOME CONSUSCFTION. 

1789 ... ... ... 191,748 

1790 ... ... ... 211,977 

1791 ... ... ... 214,168 

1792 ... ... ... 161,302 

1793 ... ... ... 196,371 

1794 ... ... ... 20^642 

1795 227,978 

1796 ... 182,668 

1797 ••* ••• «•« 231,233 



/• • 
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4J98 : i** ... ... 228,838 

1799 ... 263,603 

1800 . ... ... ... 365,662 

*' The reader observes by a glance at this range i>f figures that 
if> inimakiD^ his' sugar oontrast^ Martin todk any years but 
those >whiolL he- adopted, the result would make against his con- 
clusion. In -wine, he took the years 1796-7-8, and for his 
tobaeooiaUe he brought in 1795; If he did the like in his 
scMT talde, he (K)uld make no exhibition of his farourite deficit. 
Why did he not go to 1799 in sugar as well as in exports ? 
Beoiiase up to 1799 sugar importation was increasing. If he 
contrasted his three first years with the yeirs 1797-8-9, the 
following would be the result : — 

Cwts. 
1789-1790-1791 ... ... 617,193 

1797-1798-1799 723,674 



Increase in the last period 105,781 

This id the secret of Montgomery Martin's variation in the 
selecldoK of his years I He wished to show a decrease ^^ on 
every item,^ at all hazards ! 

But if he had taken years indiscriminately within this nar- 
row range, still he would be a deceiver. According to his own 
account, he is called upon to prove decrease, not in the years 
between 1789 and 1798, but between 1782 and 1800. Let us, 
under these three heads, ipake out a fair table, and see the 
result. We take our figures in two instances from Wakefield's 
comprehensive returns, because they enable us to go back to five " 
years preceding 1782. We take our figures in the third from 
Mr. Rice's compilation, because Wakefield's quantities are in 
fans afid not in gallons :— 

MUSCOVADO SUGAB. Cwts. 

1778 to 1782 ... ... ... 723,701 

1796 to 1800 ... ... ... 1,085,375 



INCB£ASE ... 361,674 

WINE. Grals. 

1778 to 1782 ... ... ... 5,454,882 

1784 to 1788 ... ... ... 6,662,604 



INCREASE ... 1,207^722 

TOBACCO. lbs. 

1778 to 1782 ... ... ... 21,645,178 

1796 to 1800 ... ... ... 34,473,878 

INCBEASB ... 12,828,700 
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'^ Manwacture or Pafek.— A two-penny inorea«e ip.the. 
iiiauufiitftiiru ot* raper is adduced as a proof deserying of im« 
|ioml iHHUfidv ration in un article of comparative! jjninor im- / 
portaiKHu Mr. Martin publishes a table including the years 
biitwckou ISJ3 and 1841, and be manages, as usual, to give an 
apparviit view of tttorease far above a sondl reality. At the bot- 
i villi \if his ritcures we have the surplus of 3,819»529 lbs., though 
vHtiiipariii^ 1^33 ta IS41 the actual excess was 1^33j765lbs. 

I'll IN o\v.vs9 wa$ not luorv than any single manu&ctnrei*, by a 
:iKia4 liiiutvd iiidid&reuce e^en of a retail or shop-keepS^ spirit 
vii' oti[vr^rnite« nii^iu have creoced. The whole duty on paper 
lu h'^natuL '^n !<4l. was Jidy 2^^0001^ being about the one" 

i- '«.'/-.. 'I (*•/ ^it lilt- 3r*.tish duTT : and it was not an amount of 
.\\u> y^WiK'h if\hlbltv*\ Ml :tiL*re!ise ni^jm 1^33. as will be seen by 
\h\? :oiUMi!t\^ ::ible« s,'«.nu piled tz^joL the anznal Rnance Ac- 



<.'\•utlk^ 



v^i ..• iitsaittJ "SiiJ .^ £22,000 

vi. ... atsvHJO -LH^ ... 23,000 

<v<i> ... J3*AK» :^H« _ 23,000 

:v«iJ ... la-.i?!'' .-^iL ... 26,000 



x'- 



" Vr. >Lftrs3i nmcf I ^Jt£ 3l ^ zula. iir some good purpose, 
%o jupputie. ^aoux^ -w.ia^ 5c s -v-f iz?f inaole to eonjectnre. 

• ?;:<asi4 :?t >t±2Lr- — ''^i lar*. is. ii^ 113, a trwe specimen 
ji vjiic -r-i ir^ wxmaE^I 3 ^c;srsLa:.sins^ as JKi rn«£n^ by the 
)linRk^*1l Hni iff-Jer^a =:biis wi^ca x nK oeen dbe <Aject- of 
?ai:» w:rx m itsrz^crszA. A "uaii s £r«-ia -^t ^uslwb of Halt 
' ^msj-rsii wE::! -^xir ui Ir^'sfc-itL s:^ ^vrisnimii wl^ £ii|gland and 
So*:fLJK£tL' ad ^li* rziifm&^c s Si^^£ rr 3e^ z^ ihow * m comp^- 




Ir^ 



34.::.vr^ i.:!5^4.'is: ^l'.ckJ--.. 

15:^3 s^'4,<yi'-i u^-a:«5s s.:r:.5« 

ISS5 S*.::if^:d . l.::i:55 4.45T.2W : 

if^ ?:f^jf:,>:^« 2.5 ::.!."! 4.7.^449 ' 

i^o; io^6L=:,STT i:2r.>.4:5 4,751»5ir4 

1S5> ,V?w52ri:L5^ii i.2T>.06^ : 445^0,792 ; 

iSS;^ .\.V3;?T-,%i: ilvl.T^^ 4^^,083 | 



L Ko^* vb^ ^gpaivf ii: il^is ^&1>j( Are ti^en from a pariia]iientar| ; 

^ impec <f 1>4C {S«Sia<xaju >(aiaber 42.^ ) ; and the better to ex-" 

1 



TIIR OOMMBIICIAI. INJUSTICES. 

poie the Jelilisra^e ,fnniil which M!r, Martin has attempted to 
practJae on thp puUio in this case, wc copy the entire of ihat 
docament:— 







Number of BusheU of Malt. 




yEARS 






-;t,i 


.-ended 


Englund. ' IrelnnJ. 


Scotlmd. 


»i' 


23,541,391 3,033,3(12 


784,527 


.1811 


25,579,328 2,437,859 


968,100 


. 1 1812 


22,06li,782 2,637,341 


8.9.3.707 


,„ ,' .1813 


18,045,766 : 2,159,326 


658.657 


',- 1 ,1814 


2.3.656,035 


.3,342.512 


1.130,042 


1 1815 


26,349.263 


3.025,066 


1,319472 ; 




1816 


26.856,102 


2,232,406 


1,258,061 , 




"1817 


17,820,324 


1,680,219 


1,142,539 ' 




'1818 


24,217,175 


1.403,.336 


1,167,619 




18]!) 


22,325.607 ' 1,879,082 


1,443,613 




J82fJ 


24,73.0,371 1 1,7.34,647 


1,4(H),.309 ' 




1821 


26,084,7.30 ■ 1,869,758 


1,235,883 




.1822 


24.848.630 


1.823.125 


1,077,3.36 




,1823 


27.313,755 


1.811,490 


1.439.188 




1824 


36,061.802 


.1.840.196 


2.014.833 




,.1825 


27,887,092 


3.279,188 


3.784.477 


7" 


„ 4826 


29,181,241 


2.701.3.58 


3,724,919 


im'I'.IW 


25,342,913 


2,142,530 


2,490,067 i 


,.,!.. 1*28 


.28,733,524 


2,049,612 


.1,194,336 1 


-.; 4.. 1829 


28,217,125 


2,266,226 


3,713,490 


..'VlBHQ 


22,821,035 


2,079,468 


.3,944,406 


1 1831 


29,079,758 


1,892,082 


4,089,127 


1 1632 


34,115,3.32 I 2,115,435 


4,105,377 


, 1833 


32,249,892 ' 1,970,058 


3,767,242 


1831 


34,061,26:1 : 2,049,407 


4,406,913 


1835 


34,072,665 1 2,152,138 


4,437,220 


1836 


38,261,833 ! 2.511.231 


4,736,449 


1837 


35,657,887 1 2,268,475 


4.751.594 


1 18:)8 


33,620,593 2,279,069 


4.480,792 


1839 


33,687,302 j 2,101,744 


4,561,083 




1840 


34,086.055 


1,604,307 


4,309,656 



« We ontreatthe reailor to examine the whole of this doou- 
Ment attentively. He will lee, in the first place, that in the 
vcilnmn ' Ireluntf the figuiei^ hnvc fallen from 3,033,302^. to 
1,6P4,307/., though Mr. Martin's allegation la, that there has 
Wkit'^i ' comparatifei as well as positive, increase.' He will 
obserre, lii' the next place, that the years included in tha whole 
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table, most fsTonrable to Mr. Martin's case, are seleoted; He 
will obserre this really atrocious fact, aboTC all others, that 
though a return, including 1840, was before him, Mr. Martin 
stopped shcMi; at 1839, because, if he went on to the next yeek*, 
there would hare been a deficit to confront him. He begtan at 
1832, when honesty had called on him to commenoe at 1610. 
Well, he went on to 1 839 ; and why not to 1 840 ? We ' shall set 
before the retukr the three dates, the more ^fifectuaUy to ^sisten 
the fraild on the memory : — 

lo32 ... •■. ... .*. ..• Jb^fi lo,4oo 

1839 - 2,101,744 

1840 (the year omitted) 1,604,30^ ; 

** We will not say that the world never before heard of aaj 
case of political fraud equal to this, for we have already con- 
victed Montgomery Martin of worse. 

'< Staicp Rbybnue. — The increase in this reyenue indicates, 
says Mr. Martin, ' extended commercial business.' He proceeds 
to show ^ the increase on a^Jew years*' Why not on many years, 
if he wished to deal fairly with the public ? His ^ £bw y^ears' 
come down to 1814* Why not to the latest period of official 
records, 1843 ? Because in 1814 he was able to quote a larg)9r 
receipt than he could do, even under the date of 1843> withik^ 
assistance of the new taxes. The receipts in three years 
ending 1814^ were the following, according to his table :— ^ 

loliS •«.' ••« ••• ••• ■•• ^Ol«5^UCr(^ 

1813 ... 627,000 

X0I7 •«« *•• ... ••• ••« OOo^UUvr ' 

" Now, in the three years ending 1843 the receipts were'S— 

1841 (gross produce) . £476»o6o 

1842 46^003 

1843 53l»iK)0 : 

^ PosTAQE — This is next introduced as a criterion of prorrcsi; 
The years compared are 1830 and 1836. It is stated that iii 
every countif (excluding Dublin) there had been an advance*^*- 
Why exclude the metropolitan county? Because, Says Mr. 
Martin, ^it ii^ no test of internal communication I' What! 
has the centre of action no necessary communication' with th^ 
extremities ? The idea is preposterous, and it would ha>re 
never entered into the stolid head even of Montgomery Martiih, 
if he had not ascertained that there was on the whoU Post^offieo 
transactions (with which alone we have a concern in this 
quiry), a decrease. 

Post-Office Revenue, 1830 ... £284,000 
Ditto ditto 1836 ... 276,000 



• k 
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- i^< NBW0VAPxm&-~There is a boast as -to newspapers^ and it is 
.iptoiallj^meiitiooed that 'DuUin, afier London, i» the oi^ly 
dftjin the United Kingdom that publishes a daily newspaper.' 
Tliitre were acme time ago four daol j papers in Dublin : there 
.isre BOW oofy two« The newspaper duty of Ireland in the laM 
year, with its 8,000,000 of inhabitants, was only a trifle abovB 
die Sdotch dutyi while the adyertisement duty was materially 
■let8« - The- whole Irish duty was not much more than the on^^ 
eleventh of the British duty, though it ought to haye been the 
one^^rd* 

" Insuranqes — Mr. Martin gave a statement to show the in- 
creasy pf £re insurances on farming stock in Ireland. Formerly 
there might have been (and there was) a culpable indifference to 
ptecAutions of this character; latterly they might have been 
rsnidei^ more necessary by the increased insecurity of property 
arising from the increased destitution of the people. However, 
l&ft Martin gives increased 6re insurances on farming stock as 
another! test of the jDv-ocf^'otM advancement of the country. 

" F&:&8ENTM£if TS — In this respect he is still more comical. He 
diowa the county cess has increased 6rom 874,000^. to 1 ,116,000^ 
in titirteen years ; but his consoling commentary is, that it 
^ Aitmn no impoverishment.' Increas^ charges for Gaols, In- 
tenaries. Lunatic Asylums, Dispensaries, Constabulary, but 
* DO impoverishment !' ** 

We owe some apology to the able, indefatigable, and patriotic 
gentlenian who has put together those facts, for anticipating the 
revised publication of them, which he has undertaken at the re- 
quest of the Repeal Association. But we felt iJiat, consistent 
irith the objects of our compilation, we could not omit such 
most yaluable matter ; and heartily recommend to every one to 
provide themselves with it, in the greatly enlarged and improved 
state in which Mr. Staunton is about to re-produce it. 

The Report of the " Commissioners of Enquiry into the col- 
laotKm and management of the revenue arising in Ireland, &c., 
k^I* (1822,) cannot be read by an Irishman without feelingps of 
melanoholy. Although the Union> with all its drains from this 
odttntrvy had then been twenty-one years in operation, the effects 
df the impetus Irish enterprise had received during the eighteen 
yaara of her free parliament, had not entirely passed away ; and 
maimfkctures still remained, (though in a sickly state,) seyeral 
of which haye since totally departed from Ireland. The cotton 
manafactttre was yet in a state to bear competition in some 
points with Ejigland, upon equal terms — ^woollen, silk, glass, 
cabinet- ware — ^the making of carriages, of hats, &c., &c., were 
all active businesses, and declared capable of much immediate 
prosperity^ in the event of the recommendations of the commis* 

ii2 
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sioners being carried into effect. Those recommendations 
went to alK>1i8h the ^' protecting duties" left by the Union ; 
which was accordingly done by the British Parliamentr— t^^ 
advantagfe being at any rate certain to England herself, as tlie 
duties in question operated against her commodities under t&e 
above heads. 

The result may be taken from the Reports of the Railway 
and Hand- Loom Weavers' Commissions of enquiry, 1838 — 184'(h 

^< The only town in Ireland in which the cotton manuflicture 
is established to any extent, is Belfast ; and it is represei^t^ djs 
declining even there. With regard to the woollen trade si con- 
siderable diminution appears to have taken place since 1822....,''| 

Mr. W. Willans of Dublin, the most extensive Woollen mi^uii- 
factnrer in Ireland, states that then there were forty-five maiiii- 
facturers in and about Dublin ; and the value of the cloth ajiidnl- 
ally produced by them would, at the present prices, be ^200,000. 
The rahie now mauuiactured mav be about £90,000. The mi- 
luifaoturt^ has also declined in Cork, Kilkenny, Moate, CarricK- 
on-Suir : the value produced now in those districts bein^ sup- 
|H^*ed not to amount to £20,000. The flannel trade of WicHoif 
and Wexford may now be considered as extinct........... ....Bfir: 

Willnns calculates that the consumption of woollens iji Irieland 
does not exceed in annual ^-alue £1,400,000, being about 3i.3(r, 
per head on the population ; whereas the total consumptiopf^ 
England cannot be less in value than from £1 8,000,000' f^ 
£20,000,000, which would amount to 20*. per head."— jRaito<i 
Beportt Ireland. 

" The silk trade is now confined to one fabric — ^the tabmelk 
There can be no doubt the trade in weaving whole silk is extidcC 
and that the manufactures of velvets, handkerchiefs, and i-ibbb^' 
are reduced to a few looms." — .l/r. Ottray^ Reportr Sftdhd" 
Loom Enquiry. 

Mr. Muggeridge (also of the hand-loom enquiry) corr6borl&i<^ 
what is given above respecting the cotton trade ; and one C(f,WoE( 
principal witnesses, Mr. Moncrief of BelfEist, made the sigiidfir 
cant remark, that <^ if all the capital of all the manti&ctiireri^ i^ 
Belfast was combined, it would not equal that employ^ by oitif 
large establishment in England." . j-m^ 

Even the linen-manufacture is not shown to be flonrisJliiig^ftT 
the reports we have quoted; although it is well known thGat^ 
genuity was tasked to the utmost in their compilation to ibfe^ ill' 
** post -union" prosperity — post-hoc, propter hoc — ^iu Ii*elAiidir^' 
Mr, Commissioner Muggeridge declares his inability, **iri 'Com- 
mon with all who have attempted the enquiry* before bim, iS 
itay whi^ther it is flourishing or not — and he states that opiuioin' 
artMlivid^i on the subject in the north itself. "'"'• 
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. ,|^^«? very controvers; which exists as to the Btate of that trade 
Hf^ vitif^TOarabIe.si^n> When a branch of industry Is really 
j[^if^h\ngiii any country, c(o ve uauaUy find, even among those 
^^ai^tance &0111 a, scene of action, doubts and deputes exUtiug' 
on the subject ? Yet they are to be found rife amtmg perront 
VfJ^^ffp^ly co^^;l>ersant with ^^^ 'io^ traHe in the North, as wiU 
jq^.^n by J^he.follpwini; extracts: — ■ ■ ■ 

.J., ," Mr. WilHam Kirk, a niembor of the Unen conunittea of the 
^unty Armugli) savti— ' I tkin/t the linen trade is increasing.' 
_^,f' Mr. William Miller, aracniber of the linen conunittee .of the 
couuty of Autrim, states — ' There has been an increase in th« 
liflpti trade of Daliynieiia nithiu the last seven yean, but nevq^ 
tjielfss there has beer, ^eaerallj.speaiing, a decrease in the linen 
tTft^^ of Ireland during the same period.' 

I'lif.'M*'' Edward Sproulp, a member of the County Tyrone Com- 
mittee) fitates — ■ That the linen trade of Ulster is not bo exten- 
siVe .as it was twenty years ago.' . . ' 

.., *'^]M():, J^phn Walker, oE.M^herafelt, writes — ; I am of opinion 
jJI^Jj^iqQ ^rs^e d£ Ireland is increaun^ in quantity, thoi^ the 
Iff^ two years mip^e an exception.'. ,. . 

i,„{fiJ^fsaTS.. . WiUiara Orr and. Sons, linen manufacturers at 
]^J^(wh^^',P*>'U>^ Armagh, .writes:^' We consider it decreas- 
mgjif}..)nMy particfilarsi and that the Scotch are taking a great 
fM,i<>^ it, jorom vs.''"-^Mr.Mtiggeridge'» Report, Sand Zeom 

j™^' ■'«a'«f>y- . „ ■ .■ 

' The annual Report of the Direqtdrs^of.the PrOTincial Bank 
9{E|„|j;f4and,; contained last year, a, .passage to. the effect,- that 
iJ^^Jlv^a manufacture of the NoiiJi could not be said to bo 

-VA brge.prc^rtion of the export at present consists c^ yarnt 
instead of being all of the fully manufactured article, as it ought 
^Jf«^,ire^e the trade really at the high pitch of prosperity whibh 
^ advocates of the Union would pretend. ."'■ ■ 

.[;pCl)e pj^ipcipal nianiiiaetures of Ireland being In this condition, 
^1 ^".tfpnecessary to go into details as to minor articles. The 
^I(^s^ intinuiVcture . is notoriously perishing, if not altogether 
gone.' The Commission of 18?2, reported ten large glass- 
htti»e^ja); activity. The 20th Beport at the CommiasionerS of 
t^iyT^^ Inquiry,, shewed that the number had fallen to six, 
^,filncel£en it has been further reduced one-half. The hat 
mtmu^tnr^ &c., Sic, have similarly gone down. 
,„J)tne U^adesmen of Dublin have, from time to tintei put for- 
inrd ^tati^tics of punful interest, connected with the cooditioa 
^,^t^^if variou3,tradeB,in.l800 and since. Jn 1834 they did 
so to a Considerable extent, but ^141 more .fully, in the.UiSt thre^. 
yetuv. A statement of theirs ia the jeitr 1811. has the fol- 
lowing: — 
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WOOLLEN TRADE IN DUBLIN. 

Master Manufacturers in 1800, .. 91- 

JLIo* in lo^Uy ••• ••• ••• ••« ••• .« I2 

Number of hands emplojed in 1800, ... ... •• 4938' 

Do. in 1840, .. ... ••. ... .. ... 68^' 

WOOL COMBING. 

Master wool combers in 1 800, .. .. ... ... 30 

1^0. m 1 (5«54, ... ... .•• ... ... ••• o 

Number of hands employed in 1800 ... ... ... 230 

±jO» m X o«54, ... ... ■•• ••• ••• ... OQ. 

■ :' 
r • 

CARPET MANUFACTUBS IN DUBLIN. /• 

Master manufacturers in 1800, ... ... ... 1^ 

JLIo. in JL o4 1, ... ••• ••• ••. .•• ... 1 

Number of hands employed in 1800, ... 720 

Do. in 1841, only the men employed by Mr. Sheridan. 



BLANKETS. 



. 1 

■ L 



Blanket manu&cturers in Kilkenny, in the year 1800, ''&i6 

jj^» in lo^^, ... ... ... ... ... ..., ' jla 

Operatives emj^oyed in 1800, ... .. ... ••• 3000 

Do. in 1841, ••• •»• ••* ••• ••• ••• . 924 



/; 



BATTEENS AND PBIEZES. 

Number of persons supported by the wooUen maniifius- ■ 
tore at Roscrea in the year 1800, ••• ... ,.. 9OQ 

In the year 1841 not one comber permanently employed* ■ 

Persons deriying employment and m^ntenance from the 
cotton manufacture at Bel&st^ and within ten miles 
round it, inthe year 1800, 2V^D0P 

Do in 1839, 12,000 to l5filW 

whose wages were miserably reduced, almost to the 
standard of a day labourer. 

Number of calico looms at fiill work at Balbriggan in 

1 I «/ «7, ••• ■•• .*• ••• ••• ••• ••• 4mI/I/I/ 

Do in 1841, ... ... ... ..• 226 

SILK MANUFACTUBE IN DUBLIN. 

Number of broad looms in 1800, ... ... ... 2500 

Do. in 1840, ... 250 
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HOSIE&Y. 

la Dublin the number of hosiery frames was> in 1 800, 32^ 
Do. in 1840, ... ... ... ... ... ... 80 

Lk Cork the number of hosiery frames was 1800 ... 200 
Po;.in 1840, say ... ... ... ... ... 12 

The hosiery trade has become almost extinct at Belfast, 
Lisbum, Clonmel, Limerick, Waterford, Carrick, Kil- 
kenny, Carlow, Portarlington, Maryborough, Newry, 
•Dundalk, Armagh, and Drogheda. 

STUFF 8EAGE IN PUBUN. 

Master manufacturers in 1 800, ... ... ... ... 25 

uOm in X o4 X, ... ... ... ... ... ... X 

Number of hands employed in 1800, ... ... ... 1491 

Do in 1834, ... ... «•■ ... ... ... 131 

FLANNEL MANUFACTURE. 

Looms at work in the County WicHow in the year 1800, 1000 
Do. in 1841, ... ... ... ... .. ... 0! 

N.B. — The County Wicklow was the principal seat of this 
trade. 

When to all these statements, (which, if space and time pern 
netted, we could easily increase in number, and equal in force,) 
we'add the accumulated evidence and declarations, by individual 
writers and royal commissioners, parliamentary committees and 
speakers, as to the appalling destitution of one half of the po- 
pulation of Ireland, the assertion of " giant-stride prosperity 
since the Union'*'* becomes a cruel insult ! The assertion oiaw^ 
giheral prosperity is scarcely better. And where any particu- 
lar interlBSt can be shewn* to have thriven to any degree of im- 
portance, such a result can in no way be rightfully ascribed to 
the operation of the Union, until it be first shewn that the same 
^^d not have occurred, had the Irish parliament been still in 
eil^tence. 

JOHN O'CONNELL. 
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APPENDIX, No. 5. 



"MEANS 



BY WHICH 



THE UNION WAS CARRIED." 



On this subject we copy the following Report of the 
Committee of the National Association of teland, on the 
means by which the Union was earned. — {First Series of 
Repeal Reports^ 1840) : — 

Your committee deem it necessary to make a short prelimi- 
nary statement with regard to the state of Ireland under her 
own Parliainmi, 

The centuries of misrule and oppression — the shackles and 
restrictions which were laid upon Irish trade and commerce — 
and the baleful spirit of national antipathy and sordid tyranny, 
by which the English government had conducted the affairs 
of Irelaud, produced their natural consequences in Ireland. 
The gentry were embarrassed or loaded with debts — ^their 
income small, their incumbrances great — domestic manufactures 
were crushed by direct violence on the part of the British 
government, and the extreme of misery pervaded all the labour- 
ing and poorer classes of the population. 

Such was the state of Ireland, when the successful insurrec- 
tion of the American colonies seemed to rouse her from the 
torpor produced by the faithless tyranny of our British rulers. 

: We call that tyranny faithless, because it was exercised in 
direct vio/atia-n of the Treaty of Ltmerick'^tlmt treaty was a 
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solemn compact made between the Irish people in arms, and 
the King of England, William the Third, theretofore unrecog- 
nized by the Irish people. 

Upon the faith of that treaty, the Irish nation submitted to 
King William — ^they laid down their arms, relying upon Bri- 
tish integrity ; and in return for the constitutional rights which 
they stipulated for, they gave to the British crown the peace* 
able possession of this beautiful island, the fairest and mostf 
fertile portion of the European states. They received, in 
recompense, the plighted faith and honour of the British 
government, for the security and stability of the liberty of the 
Irish people. 

Never was there more full value given for any stipulation of 
compact, than that given by the Irish army and pec^le, to the 
British crown, on that occasion — ^but never, alas I was publie 
faith and honour so basely, so vilely, so outrageously, so de- 
gradingly violated, as the British faith and honour were to the 
Irish people ! 

This is part of history, and remains as a record of the most 
dishonouring infamy to the British name and nation. 

For near a century the hideous and sanguinary laws by which 
the treaty of Limerick was violated, filled Ireland with wo,- 
vnith misery, with confiscation, with insecurity, with squalid 
vnretchedness. 

At length in 1778, Ireland roused herself from her death 
slumber. The repeal of the penal laws against the Catholics 
commenced, and the distress and danger in which England was 
involved by her contest with the American colonists, aided w 
they were by France and other continental powers, enabled the^ 
Irish people to extort for Ireland a free trade to all parta o£ 
the world, in spite of the desperate opposition of the British 
government. 

Came the glorious era of 1782 I — Ireland, in her strength 
and her virtue, asserted her Legislative Independence, and 
took her place for the first time amongst the nations of the 
earth. 

Prosperity unexampled in the annak of modem or aacieni 
history followed her independence — prosperity, agricnltimJ, 
manufacturing, and commercial. — No nation in Europe em 
made such ^nygreas in so short a time as Ireland did, under the 
fostering care of her own legislature, from the time of hat 
legislative independence in 1782, until she felt the effftoia of 
the measures taken to produce the legislative Union. 

We think it would be impossible to deny, that this prosper!^ 
was viewed with a jealous eye by the English pe<^le and 
government. They were expressly charged with this jealousy 
by the oppon^ta of the UnioU) and in particular by Busaii^ 
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Ae late Lord Chief Justice of the Qaeen's Bench, who ex- 
pfetfdly stated, that "the Uniow was the deniaii op the 

BIGHTS OP WATUBE TO A GREAT NATION, FROM AN INTOUS- 
BANCnES OP HER PROSPERITT. 

80 earlj as 1794, the project of the Union was hroached, 
and apparently matured by the Pitt cabinet — wc have this 
distinctly stated in the public documents of the day. It was 
Pitt's wish to carry the Union in a conciliatory manner, and 
Lord Fitzwilliam was sent oyer to Ireland shortly after, for 
diat purpose. 

Unhappily the truculent Berbsforb Party prevailed over 
the milder counsels of Pitt, and it was determined to effect 
the Union in a manner which should lay Ireland completely at 
the feet of England, and enable the British government to 
dictate its own terms. 

The opportunity to carry out this iniquitous project was 
soon attamed ; the spirit of republicanism engendered by the 
French revolution, spread through the nations of Europe. In 
Ireland it met a congenial soil, prepared by the grievances and 
oppressions of the British government — ^but the outrages 
against religion, and the attacks upon Christianity itself, of 
the French Jacobinical leaders, disgusted the Catholic people of 
Ireland, and naturally and justly terrified the Catholic clergy ; 
and thus a great check was given to the spread of revolu- 
tionary doctrines amongst the Catholic mass of the popula- 
tion. 

It was otherwise amongst the Presbyterians of Ulster — ^they 
had a natural tendency to republicanism, and they shewed 
ihemselres active partizans of their favourite doctrine. They 
framed and extended a treasonable system of organization — 
first, civil — and then assuming a military form, in secrecy, and 
with as much concealment of their real designs and internal 
ot^nisation, as they could possibly assume. They might 
have been more formidable, but that an anti- Catholic antipathy 
prevented them from cordially uniting with the Catholic popu- 
Itition, and thereby prevented their becoming as powerful as 
they otherwise might have been. 

Such was the state of Ireland at the time it was determined 
to carry the Union. 

The means used were these — First — The spirit of REVOiiU- 

TIONART FURY WAS ENCOURAGED ! THE REBELLIOUS DIS- 
POSITION WAS ACTUALLY FOSTERED, UNTIL IT WAS MADE TO 
explode!! and bitter religious DISSENSIONS WERE PRO- 
MOTED AMONGST ALL CLASSES OF THE PEOPLE ! ! ! 

For the truth of these allegations there are abundant proofs 
— 4hey are to be found in the recollections of hundreds and 
thotulKnds of us who remember these things which we sorrow** 
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ftilfV Vitiiessed^h^y'lirc'to be^foun|!! in all "the Rebates ofi, ilia 
ITAKiu— i-ib' 'the BCcusaiioiis '^d'.appeftls oP'tlFie, oppdiieiits ^Q 
tiU^ Meiisure-^iu th^ adniTSBlObsand boastiiieB,otits a^yioi^tep, 
Vfai tli^ in6st'ptfweriiit evi<]eiice of the entiil^, i; the Repov't.pt 
the rristi Mouse of LCrd4, printeil id tlie latter en^ 6f!-ih'e 

By that report it appears that the revolutionary spirit and 
ihiKtiry organization of tKe United Irishmen coaimence<l in 
Ulster— the foeur waa in the town of UellaBt — it .spre^ 
ffipoOgh the greatest nnmber of the Protestftnts and Prgsbyte^ 
^lEtpS, eap^iAll; ttie latter, of that province. The superior 
(lifBcers bad all their meetings in Ulster — amongst ptbcr^t^s 
colonels met mi^nthlj, and gaTe in their reports of the strength 
iiiid "state of discipline of their various regiments — privaoy was 
AVserTed, of cBurse, 6a much as possible — but osr of T,a^ 

C'dlONEi.S WAS A SPY Ui THE 1PAY OF THK TREASURY, aud (lO 

regularly, after each meeting'' of colonels, made a report to the 
gAvei^ment of all their pipoceeding's. 

Tbe^^rish government could therefore -at o^ce h&ve, a^iEetl 
iHe jit^-Cite atajHT of'the rebellion — they could, stay its £rog;^3Sf 
and'crush its hopes, by arresting at onee all its lea^rSpT-but 
theu allowed it to rttp on and augment fir about tlepenn^a^t^, 
'wiih'out Interruption. . , | ',.'.ii 

!'-'lAlI this appears ftom the, Itoport of the Mpuse oif I^taiife, 
^'^v6'c^luid'edto.',. , t'f ,.,.|",,,j 

''"Why did'the govemftieiit allow the organizations to go pii^ 
^ud the colonels to continue their meeettqgB for^ ten , or^el^ycn 
months without interruption? The answei^ is obvious^-T-Uie 
govemnient had an ttlltrior object in.tiew, to attaui.w^h 
they thought any sacrifice of blood cheap — that object was-— tha 

yNioNii! ■'"..■.':.■.",', 

It is true, they speculated too dangerously — :the like ej^i^i- 
raent will never be niiide again; tbey imagined that . t)elw|eeii, 
the armed force wbicb they then commanded, aqd the powerful 
auxiliary of the bigotry of the Northern rebels, they <}Ottld| 
easily suppress the rebellion, when it became just ripe .enpilgjfs 
to frighten the country into th^ Union. , .. , i ; 

But tbey almost tktally miscalculated. Wexford, wit^lflUt 
any previous organization, wag driven into rtbellii/n^y Hm 
&^eity of an unhappy nobleman. Lord Kingsborough^' and of 
bis ce^inentpof militia; and if any one other county luid \f^fi 
roused \o an exertidii similar to that made by ^e mm.if^ 
^jBiiordf the "rebellion would have been a revolution, and iii*^ 
ihtende^ (/lii'd^i v;autd Jiave Ifeen exchanged for an aciiwt, 
(^ pi^rfietual ■separaiiofi^ ',■ ' '.-'.' _" / 

iE^in.ttietuiforeseen excess to which the i^bellipn^ ^xt^n^e^; 
wiiis'coiiv'eMciTbyrte UfltoniBf^iutofurther ineaiis fwr'carryirig 
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the Union. . The alarm and dismay became . greater-r-the oonr 
fudidh' more complete— the rancour of. party spirit nlore 
Virulent^Irishmen were .rendered more incompetent to protect 
.^eihselves — and thus their inherent rights were spoliated. wit]|i 
tbaiigaaiit satisfaction and perfect facility. 

On this subject also the powerful eloquence of PiiUNKet 
was heard to denounce the crime, and to call for vengeigice on 
the.criininals. He accused the Government — we use his own 
^brds— " ofjomenting the embers of a lingering Rebeilion'--* 
of'Tuallo^ing tlie Protegtant against the Catholic^ and tha 
CaiKolie against the Protestant — af artfully keeping aliwi 
^oimeitic dissensions, for the purposes of subjugation," in otljier 
ifbrds, carrying the UNION. 

^' Secondly^ — The second means for carrying the Union wiere 
—^ The deprivation of all legal Protection T,b 
LinelER^Y or Life — the familiar use of Torturet-thk 

T|^AtS BY CoITRTS-MaRTIAL THE FORCIBLE SUTPRESSIOflT 

6t PUBLIC Meetings — the total stifling of public 
QpiNioN — and the use of Armed Violence." 
' All the time the Union was under discussion,- the Habeas 
Cojttus Act was Suspended— -no man could call one hour's 
liberty his own. 

All 'the time the Union was under discussion, Courts- 
Martial had unlimited power over life and limb. Bound by 
no definite form or charge, nor by any rule of evidence, thi 
Coubts-Matial threatened with Death those who should 
diire to resist the spoliation of their Birth- Rights. 

ITiere was no redress for the most crjiel and tyranQical 
imprisonment. The persons of the King^s Irish subjects 
were at the caprice of the King's ministers. The lives of th^, 
Kihg*s Irish subjects were at the sport and whim ofiftelio^s^ 
young and old, of the motley corps of English militia^ Welsh 
mouMaifieers, Scotch fehcibles, and Irish yeomanry. At 
such a moment as that, when the jails were crammed wit% 
unaccused victims, and the scaffolds were reeking txnth the 
htbod of untried wretches^^-at such a moment as that, was it, 
that the British minister committed this act of Spoliation 
and Robbery, which enriched England but little, and made 
Iriiland' poor indeed. 

Beside^ the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, and the cori'^ 
sequent insecurity to personal liberty — ^besides the existence of 
couirts-martial, and the consequent insecurity of human life-— . 
besides all these, actual force was used — ^meetings of cpiintie^, 
duly convened to deliberate on the m^^asure, were dispersed ty. 
military force. It was not at Maryborough or Cloninel alqne, 
tha^ the military wer^ called out, horse, foot, and ar^illery,t to 
Jfcattev— an^ they idii pcat^er— m^etin^^^ jCp?>venp^; bjr tbe fegal^ 
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anthoritiesy to expostulate, to petition against the.Uniioiu Force 
was a peculiar instrament to suppress all ecMisiitutianal oppor 
sitioa. 

Why should we dwell longer on this part of the subject 
when in a single paragraph we h^Te, in eloquent language^ a 
masterlj description, which easilj supersedes aoj attempt of 
ours ? Here are the words of Pjluiikst, " / wiil be bold tp 
say^ that licentious and impious Framce, in all ihe unre^ 
strained excesses that anarchy and atheism have ginen birA 
tOy has not committed a more insidious act against her enemg^ 
than is now attempted by the professed champion of dvUizid 
Europe, against Ireland^-^a friend and ally — even in the 
hour of her calamity and distress. At a moment when our 
country is filled with British troops — whilst the Habeas 
Corpus Act is suspended — whilst trials by courts^martial 
are carrying on in many parts of the kingdom — while the 
people are made to believe that they have no right to meet 
and to deliberate — and whilst the people are palsied by their 
fears — at the moment when we are distracted by internal dis" 
sensions— dissensions kept alive as the pretest of our suhju* 
gatioUf and the instrument of our future thraldom / /7— 
Such is the time in which the Union is proposedl* 

Thirdly — The Union was accomplished by the ifOST 

OPEN, BASE, AND PROFIilGATE COBRUPTION THAT STSB XBT 
STAINED THE ANNALS OF ANY COUNTBY. 

The leading feature, after all, in the Union was, the daring 
profligacj of the corraption by which it was carried. It was 
reduced into a regular system. It was ayowed in the House] 
It was acted on every where. The minister set about purchase 
ing votes — ^he opened office with full hands. The peebacs 
was part of his stock in trade, and he made some two scores of 
peers in exchange for union votes I The epi80opai< bbboh 
was brought into market, and ten or twelve bishopricks were 
trucked for union votes ! ! " The bench op justice** be«« 
oame a commodity, and a chief justice, and eight puisne judges 
and barons, ascended the bench, as the price of votes for the 
union 1 1 ! It would extend beyond our calculation to make 
out a list of the generals, and admirals, and colonels, and nav]^ 
captains, and other naval and military promotions, which re«t 
warded personal or kindred votes for the Union. 

The REVENUE departments have long too been the notorioua 
merchandize of corruption. It is not surprising, therefono^ 
that the board of excise and customs, either conjointly or sepan 
rately, and the multifarious other fiscal offices, especially the 
legal offices, were filled to suffocation, as the rewards of uaiOH 
votes. 

The prioe of a single vote was familiarly knownr«-it iraa 
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8000/. iti money) de a ciril or military appointment to the yalne 
of 2000/* per annum. They were simpletons who only took one 
of the three, the dexterous always managed to get at least two 
Out- of three ; and it would not be diffioult, perhaps, to mention 
Ihd aames of twelve^ or eren a soore of members^ who oon- 
triTBd to obtain the entire three — the 8000/., the oiril appoint- 
ment, and ^e military appointment. 

Lord Castlereaoh actually declared in the House of Com- 
mons, that he would carry the Union, though it might cost 
fliore than half-a-million in mere bribes. His words, as re« 
ported by Grattan, were, *^ Half a million or more were eX" 
pend&d tome years ago to break an opposition — the same, or 
m greater sum^ may he necessary now** Such was the open, 
the unblushing, the impudent effrontery of Lord Castlereagh ; 
— Grattan added, he (Lord Castlereagh) " had said so in the 
most extensive sense of bribery and corruption. The threat 
was proceeded on, the peerage sold, the caitiffs of corruption 
were every where — in the lobby — -in the street — on the steps — 
and at the doors of every parliamentary leader — offering title 
to some, offices to others, corruption to aU.** 

The present Lord Chief Justice Bushe was more vehement 
in his exposure of the atrocious means used to carry the Union. 
He staled <' That the basest corruption and artifice were eX" 
srted to promote it; that all the worst passions of the human 
heart were entered into the service — and all the most de- 
pruved ingenuity of the human intellect was tortured to de- 
WM IMW contrivances of fraud." 

Such were the means by which the Union was carried. It 
was not a compact — it was not a bargain — it was the govern- 
ment^ in the words of Lord PiiUNKET, availing itself of the 
calamity and distress of Ireland, in a manner worse than im- 
pious and licentious France would have done, to her bitterest 
enemy* 

And yet, with all these resources of intimidation and cor- 
ruption, the Union was defeated in the first session in which 
it was brought forward ; and it was proved then to be impossi- 
ble to bribe a sufficient number of the members of the Irish 
House of Commons to vote away the independence of their 
country. 

Another plan was therefore adopted, after the defeat of the 
measure in 1Y99 ; — some thirty or forty of the Irish members, 
who could not be induced to sell their votes, made a species of 
compromise, by selling their seats to the government, and thus 
retired from parliament. The government thereupon filled 
those seats with Scotch and English officers, having no connec- 
tion whatever with Ireland beyond their casual residence there 
with their regiments, and who having filled the seats so yacated, 
formed the actual majority by whom the Union was carried. 
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Dtisiilfis all this, it is perfectly clear that the Irish pai-liament 
had no right whatsoever to vote away their country's indepen^ 
dence. 

The Kinn^ could not attach the allegiance of the Irish people 
to any foreign crown ; to France, for example, or even to Han*' - 
over ; and the Irish parliament had still less rigffat to swani[ii 
the Irish constituencies and Irish representatives by Scotch or 
English constituencies or representatives. 

These opinions are not merely theoretical: and tfaey rcMtl 
upon nuieh higher authority than that of your commiti^^ 
They are the language, and the distinctly pronounced judgp-^' 
nient, of the most eminent men in the legal profession in Ire- ' 
land. Saurin, who was afterwards for more than twenty years 
nttomey-goneml in Ireland, declared that the Hoase of Com* 
luons had no authority to pass the Act of Union. His words' 
were ^ You wa^ make the Union binding as a lawy but TOtT 

CA3INOT MAKE IT OBLIGATORT ON CONSCIENCE. It will he 

obeifed as fung as England is strong : but resistance to Tt 
WILT. BE IN THE ABSTRACT A DUTY : and the exhibition of that 
resistance' trill be a mere t/yestion of prudence/' 

Such was the language of Sai'rin, which he never denied, 
retracted, or qualified : on the contrary, he unequivocally pro-' 
uounced the struggle to get rid of the Union^ to be in .the ab- 
stract «* a dutt." 

Let it be remembered, that the man who preached this doc-' 
trine was afterwards offered, and refused, the office of I^rd 
Chief Justice of Ireland ; and was actually the attorney-gene- 
ral in Ii*eland for about twenty years ; enjoying more of the 
(^ontidenoe of the British government, than any otner law officet 
ever did or ever will. He it was that declared the Union not 
to Ih« obligatory on conscience ; but, on the contrary, the resist- 
rtueo to it to be A dity. 

Another more eminent lawyer still — one who has been s^ice 
upfKkintcd to i\\o ofKce of Master of the Roils in England, t^ian 
elevated to the peerage, then made Chief Justice of the Com- 
mon IMeas in Ireland ; then made (and he now is) Lord £(igh 
Chancellor of Ireland — Lord pLUNiUiiT. This greatest of con- 
stitutional lawyers, has lett on imperishable recQi*d, his senti- 
ments as to lhs» le;r;il effect of the Act of Union. Here ia the 
sidenui K\i;^iU judgment of LoRi> Plinket on the competency 
uf Parliament to j^iss the Act of Union ; 

** /• in tht' most express terms^ den^ the competpney •/" 
i\trliament to do this Act* I warn jyou, do not dare to lay 
ifuHr hands npon the vonstitution* I tell ifoUf ifl ctVciim^. 
stamped as (tou are, if on pass this acf, i7 will be a HUJ^iUiTTy 
and that nu man in Ireland tcill be bound to obey it. I 
MAKK Tins AssKKTioN OELIBERATEI.T. I repeat i7, and citil 
*»n anif man H*ho hears me, to take dotrn my irords, Yoh 
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ku9€i \ nbt. iteen- ^ehcied > /or ■ ■ ihig purpose — y&a kav^ • bSin 
appofimted'to make hws^ not legislatures* You anre appointed 
to act under the constitution^ not to destroy it. You are 
apif^oinfed, to emercisetthe funciiotis: of legidatorSf and nx)t 
toitripinsfsr them ; amdif-.y^ou do aoi your act is a' dissolution 
ofiithof government f you resolve society into its original 
ehn^tUs^^nd no. man in the land is bound to obey you," 

Af^r some pointed illustrations . of the praotical truth of 
t^ilk-. coQSllitutionat doctrinei this eminent lawyer went on to 
a4Alr9M: tJhe .Irish House: of Commons^ thus: — *^ Yourselves 
yo%^ffiay.exiingu%shf but parliament you cannot extinguish ! 
It :f$\ enthroned M the {hearts of the people r^it is enshrined 
if^ tfh^j sanctuary of thee constitution — it is immortal as the 
islandiiiproteiitSm As well might the frantic maniorC hope 
tl^,tJ^ q^t which destroys hui miserable body, should ewtin" 
g%is}^ .^M eternal jsouh Again I therefore warn yoth do 
nqfda^e to lay your your hands on the constitution i it is above 
y<^r power,", , . 

^Sipot^L were .the means hy which, the Unipu was carried,, and 
such was the inl^erent radical effect, in point of law and of 
cq^^fence,, in that , qi^asure. It is right to see how this in- 
herjE[^t ypLc^.ia the creation of the Union^ — how the bad spirit 
in wUiiQ^ U was proposed and carried, was exhibited by ^notbier 
emment lawyer. We shall call on the public to listen to the 
opinjf^n of Lord Cbief Justice Bushs upon that subject — ^this 
isj^isJa^igUftge: 

^^f»ee nothing in it (the Union) but one questioner-will you 
giw W the country f I forget for a moment the unprin^ 
ctpledm^ans, by which the Union has been promoted : and I 
loptc on it pimply as England reclaiming in a moment of our 
weatcneiss^^that dominion which we extorted from her in a 
moment oj our virtue ; a dominion which she unifoi^mly 
abusedy which . invariably oppressed and impoverished us, 
anttfrd^ the abolition of which we date all our prosperity" 

*| l»fl' tinion is a measure which goes to degrade the 
countrVf by saying it is unworthy to govern itself tt is 
the rivivdfof the odipus and absurd title of conquest. It is 
a renewal of the abominable distinction between mother 
coiin try ana colony, which lost America. 

^* It is the denial of the rights of nature to a great nation, 
from an intolerances of its prosperity/* 

*With'tlu8, quotation we close our Keport, hoping that the 
lailgtlage of these eminent lawyers will sink deep into the re- 
coUi^ction of the country. 

The'p^ple of Ireland can, within the compass of this Re- 
p(frt, behold the means by which the Union was carried 5 they 
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oajQ see the inbjereiit defects in that measucef and if ihcoiih^i^j 
the ViETUf their forefathers possessed, the|rt'vi4U».bj:QbeyiJb|^ 
the dictates of duty^ restore to a great nation th^ rtghjU f^j 
nature ; of which she has heen deprived from the >has^i <of ./^Jilh 
motiyes — an intolerance of her prosperity • ^> i ( t 

DANIEL O'CONNEUU >!.. 

April dOth, 1840. Ckairinm of the CmmiiU^; - - 

We conclude with two extracta from apeecdh^ of IjQM,, 
Grey on the same subject. They were made in the Bri- 
tish parliament in the year 1800 : — 

'^ If the parliament of Ireland was left to itself untempted, 
unawed, unintimidated, it would, without hesitation, have re- 
jected the resolutions. There are 300 memhers in all, and 
120 of these strenuously opposed the measure, amongst whom, 
were two-thirds of the county memhers, the representatives of 
the city of Dublin, and almost all the towns which it is pro- 
posed shall send members to the imperial parliament ; 162 
voted in favour of the Union; of those 116 were placemen, 
some of whom were English generals on the staff, without a 
foot of ground in Ireland, and completely dependent upon 
government . . . .... Let us 

reflect upon the acts which have been used since last sessions 
of the Irish parliament to pack a majority in the House of 
Commons. All persons holding offices under government, even . 
the most intimate friends of the minister, if they hesitated to 
vote as directed, were stript of all their employments. Even- 
this step was found ineffectual, and other arts were had re-^ 
course to, which^ though I cannot name in this place, all will 
easily conjecture. A bill framed for preserving the purity of 
parliament was likewise abused, and no less than sixty-three- 
seats were vacated by their holders having received nominal 
offices" , . 

" Twenty-seven counties have petitioned against the measure 
(the Union). The petition from the county of Down is signed 
by upwards of 17,000 respectable independent men, and all 
the others are in a similar proportion. Dublin petitioned 
under the great seal of the city, and each of the corporations 
in it followed the example. Drogheda petitioned against the 
Union, and almost every other town in the kingdom in like 
manner testified its disapprobation. Those in favour of the 
measure, possessing great influence in the country, obtained a 
few counter-petitions ; yet, though the petition from the county 
Down was signed by 17,000, the counter-petition was signed 
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ofdy by 415. Though there were 707,000 who had signed 
pAhtiqfls against the measare, the total number of those who 
declared theinselyes in favour of it did not exceed 3,000> and 
wttaajeren of these only prayed that the measure might be 
discussed. If the facts I state are true — and I challenge any 
man to falsify them — could a nation in more direct terms ex- 
press its disapprobation of a political measure, than Ireland 
has of a Legislatiye Union with Great Britain ? ■ In fact, the 
nation is nearly unanimous, and this great majority is composed 
not of fanatics, bigots, or Jacobins, but of the most respectable 
of erery class in the community." 
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%M^iM^k^l^A^^^^I^^^^^^^^^'^"«^k/>^«« 



THE 



"TAXATION INJUSTICE." 



The following Petition to the Imperial Parliament, on the 
sabject of the grievous and unjust Taxation of Ireland 
rince the Union, was unanimously adopted by the Loyal 
National Repeal Association of Ireland, on Monday, the 
3l8t December, 1842 :— 

Par. 1. — " That by the Act of legislative Union, Ireland was Petition 
protected from any liability on account of the national debt of the Re- 
ef Grreat Britain previously contracted, and also from the Pf^l-^sso- 
raising of her taxation to the high standard then existing in airainst 
Great Britain, until the occurrence of the following contin- this in- 
gencies : — justice. 

2. — <* First — that partly by the decrease of the said previous 
British debt, and partly by the increase of the Irish debt, 
the two debts should come to bear to each other in the pro- 
portion of two to fifteen ; t. e. two parts for Ireland to fifteen 
parts for Great Britain. 

3. — "Second — ^that the respective circumstances of the two 
countries should admit of uniform taxation. 

4. — « Your Petitioners complain that the first contingency was 
most unjustly held by the Imperial Parliament to have been 
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attained in 1816, when the said proportion of the two debts 
had been arrived at solely bj the enormous increase of the 
Irish debt, and by no decrease of the British. 

5. — *' They further complaii^ that the second contingency was 
not taken into consideration at all, and^ according to the con- 
fessions of the British ministry themselves, could not have ex- 
isted ; as the measure of subjecting Ireland to all the liabili- 
ties and taxation of Great Britain, was introduced with the 
strongest declarations of the povertj and approaching insol- 
vency of the former country. 

6. — " That that measure — namely, the 56 George III. cap. 98, 
commonly called the Consolidation Act — was introduced 
under the strange pretext of relieving her from the thereto- 
fore excessive and exhausting demands upon her ; but that 
while it nominally did so, it in reality utterly swept away and 
destroyed all species of protection, which she had hiUierto 
possessed, from a further and monstrous increase of these de^ ' 
mands ; and that in consequence of it, she has, upon an aVer* ' 
age of twenty-six years since the passing of that pretended 
act of relief, been made to pay more in proportion than she 
did before ; and in addition, was by it, and still remains, mort- 
gaged in every shilling and every acre for the whole of the* 
enormous debt of Great Britain, as well that contracted sinte^ ;: 
as that contracted before the Union. r-^. 

7 — " That these injustices have not been compensated for in any 
way, but have been aggravated by what has been doneiri'ihe 
way of relief of taxation since the Union — ^t he relief *acfcorded' 
to Great Britain having been more than eighteen ti}|l^» Ibe 
relief accorded to Ireland. . r. , .;., 

8 — " That of the taxes imposed since the Union, the sliare of 
Ireland has been so high as one-eighth. V ' 

P.-^*' That Ireland is, on all hands, confessed to be a most- iinpa^^ = 
verished country — that the absentee rents drain frani Jier hef\ 
tween three and four millions of money — that her oym i^ifmu- 
factures having nearly all perished, some millions more go 
away to purchase British manufactures; — that further ex- 
hausting drains are occasioned by the sending away of hot ' 
surplus revenue to ]E<ngland, to be there applied in paying' th^^ 
interest of the British debt — the sums that she pays in Bri- 
tish ports on foreign articles, which she has ceased to inimrt 
direct— and even by, what in her anomalous condition U a1b9ai - 
to her, the consolidation in England of government offiqes^ ^d 
the consequent removal from her of public ^tablishinentfl^ tl^. 
expenditure on account of which, was an object, iQ b^r xed^y^oed- 
apd impoveriished condition.^ w,. , . ;- 

10.*^<< That your Petitioners are-ready to. pvove th^ae atate^ 
ments at the bar of your Honorable House, orbefoire a Com- 
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mittee^ if you should please to institute an enquiry into their 

l^iLli* ftiHf^ tiifdeif all tiMcr blretmutances your PMitkmers sdb- 
mity that Irelaniliff^tittecl-to Brti ittmiediate and estetishre re- 
^^otS«^^f ^WikaUdh'r find thi^iiief ore' ^ 

y.. vy. .J ' . . ,."Xour Petitiopiers humbly pray, that your bono- 

iIiJcf] -.ift {;;. wible. House wilj take steps to alter the finan- 
Mfi r \\u >j i . i ; . .9**"' ttW-MigfinieTits between the two countries, in 

r „ \ , ■ . suqK a xinanner as shall relieve Ireland from the 

unjust dnd intolerable burthen of taxation to 

1^.-. y. ,^ ! = ?»•. ??^"?9t.*^® ^8 ** present subjected, and will 
\yyn,\C.'*u\'' - ./E^^* suct. further and other relief as to your 
\.i-.., It . / wisdom shall seem fit. And your Petitioners, 
j£;l' iuu 1 )■■' ;.*^:*^ ™^y bound> shall erer pray, &c., &c. ; 

!Tlj|^iffe^i^;p^^ bveivsight in the foregoing. There were 
ii)<>€^D^t{ /^<?^' CQntoxigj&ncies expressed in the Act of Union, 
ODiiieiacoam»noe of which Ireland was to be made subject 
til ^ iii^: Iktnlitiefl and burthens of Great Britain. The 
fiosjl s^oi^d in^ been stated as in the event of li^ui- 

d%^K)>li, oft ^ two debta-T-a contingency however, that so far 
atFleaai'fls England was concerned, was not lor a moment 
considered withm the bounds of probability. With this ex- 
c^{a(^fi5^ t];i^e p^titjian before given embodies thej chief fea- 
tQ9Qa of.piir <3ase. 

•'At tile €aad dfthe Appendice6,.the Act of Union i^ given 
at fiill length ; and the reader can satisfy himself as to the 
accuracy of the statements of the petition. The clauses re- 
ferred toave die 2nd and 7 th of the seventh article of the 
A^t^tJadoh. 

'l^^^uiilemflibly just grounds for tKe temporiary protec- 
ti(^ sjt^^tin |lie 1st paragraph of the Petition, to have 
been j^ven to Ireland at the^ Union, will be best gathered 
fi^Uie speech of Lord Castlereagh, 5th^Pebruary, 1800: 



" i. 



•In-reBpsc^ to piut expensefi, Ireland was to have no concern ^ord 
wbalieir^ wi(k the debt of Great Britain ; but the two countries Castle- 
wiM*e to-utiite as to future expenses, on a strict measure c^reta^ reagh's 
iwtcMUi^, '' He should have considered it a most valuable cir- t^n^ofthg 
dittstanoe in this arrangement, if the countries could have been terms of 
80 completely incorporated as not to have had distinct revenues the Union. 
piirt 'of we system of the Scotch Union, which had been felt 
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to be of such importance, that a gi^^fit effort was made to equa- 
lize the circumstances of the two countries for that purpose. — 
EnglancThaa a^arge debt — Scotland had none ch|Eu:g)e^upi<](i).jkifr 
reveniit^t^^— an acc^?kf^ eal^lfttion was-^^e of IthestHoi'tofibe 
paid io-Scotlandt to justify h e r in ao peptiag^ her-shjare «f t h e d e b t , 
and tht^< s«im was paid > a(^ol*dingly: bjr Bi^leAid. ; Tlfe tabdtlibn 
of "the- twD c puutrj ey was -accordrn^y^^xe^l 4t).1^d $a]][)e setdi&T'^^- 
cept in the kriWlfi^of land tax : wiiicn WM i^iei ai a different 
ratio, - b e c a u se th o land ta3L 4 n E n gland was imposed so^ uneqttatij^ 

BDittiluJL landPtax 

je tne^p^: 

_« ^jci^^riat^ the two c<mnti^'i aildlaraent'eft^ttiitf" 

%w^i cimomatux^s of i Gi«at ^tttdnJaild Iveiand did jidt wd 
8ent,fi^le,tlfe n^easure of id^atij;;)fr'^o be mu^ucdiyiih /fgiili 

strictness ^ ^uch however was the .cQsprbportion of 

tMW imM oftYie iwb fen^abmd; tbAt a dbSnori' LysSfi^^lfi Wri 
iiyipbsll»}bti»:>mior ^tould'anysjrsMkti df (^^Wt^^T^i'^^ f#i^^lA^^;M9 
p^<Sl^tUnd»M he applied £oi'.«q<iaHzin^ theu! oovtributiitis^t (]ft 
w^ therefore Jie^easjary that thp,d,et|t?,af,.^«,,tw9.,}^4^ 
should l^'e kept distinct; and that, of .course, tlieir t^iiaxioff 
sh(mld W^pkrti^e- ^Ad '^pbHionAt^^'-^Spk'ecK'^ '£6¥ff &fsZ 
tlereagh, as prmted An pamphlet form hy «/• Befiy57r'JE4f^h^ 
q ueV'Streetf Dttblin, l%00/ : ^ ■ . -mA r . idio-.yfi) 

v.i5J?hp. disproportion of the two debts was thus Biaiedfibj 
hSktiy a little later in the same speechi^— ;' * ;i^ .i-n: ?ilT 

^* ****«- "The charge* of the debt of Great Britain amoimtit^ 
S^*W/ £20,000,000 a-Veai-V and the chains of the debt bJ It'elttiH"jto 

. ^S^im .Statement, however, included the redeemed debt, 
and sinking fund ctafges ; Hi€ atttbiiHt ^n ;ffc<XJt;toi WwMdff 
sKoiila be deducted, in order to get at the real liabilities. 

• A'pkrtSiih'^titary p^p6i- of- im'9' (sessibM^'uAfceli^*'^) 
glv^ thafdHb^tW^ac^dtMs'^^^ tVb'iibimttieajliB ifi^ 

i«ffly^dWBaib6&t 'die^tftn^-'t^.My Bfj^ . vf>ffi;iv^mi 

.-.i^ •• i-n y..-; -/f't*' ?o<r riv// 'iii/l /' 'i "> 0'':t>jin»i (p.'~)n7ii.frivr ^rft 

.(treat Britain, February, 18Q0. , ,. \ -, . ^^r. 



Amended 



statement. y^^de^J^ebt 



unredeemed. oatuv^. 

- ■>•■■■/ ;- .!!M 'fj- j'Mtff'f nff; 



Cban^eioftji 



same, 









4<KKl<$iO,ia]: 



ieiy^.45i»6a4il| I.;:'£22^909;i82, ft - r., £l^Ji^^,BS»^tk 
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tim/as^»^ 



i, CJiWge..: „ 



; 



^,ms^^- 



JJnfwaded Debt. ,., 



,\... 



Xl,d43,400 









^70 ..jv).- '*'ciWfeblof Whtiiids, ... £221,100,784. 

•Ta-i-f'if It ' Tottt €*a*8^; :.,' ... .:. £1.029,^71"' 

""^Sbotla^^lMA n&deht tttthi^ time of the ITilidii; tod ^|ie Remarks 
mjilfiBr was soinetlung, more ,tiLgm 

'j^olpj^lq^^^^ on. herself a liability tQ.'tbi^j (^^^^H^^*- 

Sooftkoid f gob the jniiai of <£398^65v under the denoimiiatioii 
iff^ta^ ^id(j^^A^U'^' Tins Slim -was more than six times 
^^^jW^'^upt^^^ customs and excise :rev^nu^i^tthift 

p(pj;iiDdi^vi9.) .tHe.y0ar..l7Q6> and borethe poroportioUkiof Ifto 
5D taftli^'dboTO stated English debt. .Axsksording tiytlfede 
P^miiJng/Ore&iS's'dduivalent^^ gi^&M 

-^i'^c^XTiupn, shojald have beecij ^metbijtig.4a foUpififft^VTrfr 

S^iifi^ini'^aiid &ci8e revenue, 3th Jantittry, IStW, t^ ' " - " '^' 

(according to Appendix, F 2, of the Report of L»A' • ^n ^ . ..■.»»■ 

Monteagle's Committee of 1830, on the state of the ^rr 

7fcA4)*ot), : : ... .... ... ... .i. .,; i iC2,10(H600 

The propjortion of 6J timea t^eir anM)unt.«t^being •. the^ ■! : ;- r> ^ri^ 

proportion in the case of the Scotch equivalent ... X13 125 000 

Avd^rjlr^e-proportiaii totbe.Englith debt be taken— 4he i < T ..^-^^'-jI} 

..surplus /vE J^^glish- d^bt ou^r <»u2 a6ot;« TrisK having in * ' V Ss^n^t^? 

' 1800* amounted to £401,418,558— one fifty-first part Of , '.,■ '-\ of-bJWe Ibir 

that amount would be '... ..." 7MT6\93i IreltflSdi;'; 

-•'■^- •^- ■■==■'■ ' ■ ■ ■'■■■■■■■ "iio^S^Ii^ 

T|i0 ,fai9^ ol tbme jbwo would have been the least j^aaible • ■ ■ ■ ? ..■■ — trrf. 
siiin to oflfei:^eIand, viz £10,497,97^ 

,-Jrd^ij^]^ did.Uiot get eveu thi^,jiM)st.iija^(Jfiqyate 

sjppj^ ,,^h^,Ty3£^4PLd^e4, iAappeai;au(^ saved je?iqmpt firo^ 
England's -4w^^-X|mAU liabilities ; but;bjy^ arr^ngei^^qft^ 
the tyrannical injustice of which was poorly covered by dis- 
graceM subterfuge and delusion, was irretrievably involved. i» ;- -m A 
in fcesh, most unjust, and crushipg debt of her own ; und '^'^-'^' 
advantage taken of this to declare and enactj^mtliui sixtfiCT.. 
short' yelucB after the Union, that she had noiongeii gmtmAf 
BO &r as great relative inferiority of, debt w^ Qpii;ipenied, for 
any exemption ; and that she was therefore to bd ^prived of 
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all such exemption. This groBe injuBtice we shall^ as "We^ 
OH) ftilly lay before the reader. - : «j 

As the diflference of the debts at the Union, deprived 
I#(Mrd Castlereagh of the shadow of a pretext to wacraQtl^ 
subjecting Ireland to all the burthens of England, hfe- had 
to fix her rate of XK)ntributiou to the future imperial expen- 
diture, at a much lower amount than that of Great B)4t%tQ* 

The ^arrangement was as follows : — The whole united re- 
value was to be considered as diyided into seventeen pf^rts ; 
fifteen of which Great Britain was to make up^ aad.ttreidf 
wju<^ Ireland was to make up. 

Further ^^ order (said Lord Castlereagh in the speech from whi<dl 

exposition ^^ have befoi^ quoted) to find the sum which Ireland shoald 

by Castle- eontribute to the imperial expenditure, let the relative c(Atuiier« 

'eagh. Q^ wealth of both countries, and the relative espensea of bio|)| 

in articles of luxury, be examined ; and if it be found iJi^tth^jse 

two proportions very nearly coincide, it ought to be fairly prq- 

ttounced, that the best means of judging of the relative almity^ 

the countries had been discovered. Taking then the ei3p«rti 

and imports for the last three years^ those of Ireland .w^^ 

be found to be £10,926,000 ; and of Britain, £73,! 

that is, in the proportion of seven to one. 

The next part of the proportion was to be ^nd in esttsisM^'k^ 
tides of consumption ; such as malt, beer, spirits, wlnei t-ttaa^ 
tobacco. The average of these for the l^t three ye^fi^^has 
been: Ireland, £5,954,000 ; Great Britain, £46,991,000; beW 
in the proportion of 7^ to one. ■ • ^ij^- 

These two proportions coming so close, he would take 74 ^ 
one, as the just ratio of the ability of Great Britain to ,thi|t i^d 

Ireland. ,-, 

■■■ ■ '• •' ? •.•(1 - 

Against this estimate of the fiscal ability of irehoid^ 
there was very considerable, but unforttmately, very tisdJa^ 
reclamation. It was denounced as most nnjust to'l^f- 
and events have so proved it, beyond the possibility 'd# 
contradiction. • !•: r.^/ 

Protests The Journals of the Irish House of Lords {vcA. Vllft^ 

^rate P^^ ^^^^ ^^^ ^^® pTotcst ou the Subject, partieolarlf 
he fixed excellent in manner and matter. It will be foimd aloiiuri 

• T 

land's con- ^ith Other miscellanea at the end of this Appendix. TSie' 
tribution. data which it supplies are as follows: — ' • • • '' 
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W99fim of .l^rode in £»iror of Great Briton— on h«r trade 

with the whole world ... ... ... ... £14,800,000 

Ditto, Irelsnd on her whole trade, ... 589,312 

:^ . . whiol^ gi¥«^ 4 proportion of 29 to 1. 

Current Cash in Great Britain, ... >•• ••• £43,000,950 

IDiCtoj' in' Ireland, ... ... ... ... ... 9^500,000 

fj. .[ wl^ch give a proportion of 12 to 1. 

"In another protest the following additional item is 
given : — 



•. \.- 



Permanent Taxes of Great Britain, on the 5th January, 1799, were 
• £26,'000;000^for Ireland, 2,000,000, or as 13 to 1. 

The- Scale then was : — Balance of Trade, ... ... 29 to 1 

Current Cash, ... ... 12 to 1 

Permanent Taxes, ... ... IS to 1 



Mean {nroportion that ought to haye fixed the rate, ... 18 to 1 

The Lords alluded to other points of comparison, or 
mther to points of considerable disparity, which mi-* 
dqubtedly ought to have been taken into account — such as 
the influx of wealth into England from East and West 
India, and Irish absentee remittances ; while Ireland 
was on the contrary drained :— the ease with which very 
large loans were to be had in Great Britain, while a. 
recent attempt to raise only £1,500,000 in Ireland had 
£uled^ &c., <&c. 

Even upon adopting Lord Castlereagh'e own plan of Errors in 
calculation, the proportion for Great Britain can be shewn ^ °^ 
to have been imderstated by him. A Betum ordered by tion. 
the British House of Commons, (No. 194 of 18^,) states 
the exports and imports of Ireland, on an average of three 
years, ending 1800, to have been £8,315,469 in value, 
instead of his estimate of £10,925,000. Assuming his 
account of British exports and imports to be at any rata^ 
not exaggerated, (as exaggeration with regard to them 
would be an injury to his object, which was to represent 
tho dificrepanqy between Ireland and Englai^d in point of 
Gopomerce, as small afi it could possibly be stated,) the pro- 
poortion between the sum of imports and exports of the- two 
coimtries would be 8^ to 1« instead of 7 to 1. 

And with regard to his second meaiis of compajnsoni 
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altiiougfa we have not at hand the docimients io^base^the 
cakdiation upon exactly the saabie acticks^/iyetA^iggE 
stilly the placeB of such of tbe latter as )^i^'noi«i.doer(lE&^ 
^e ai the moment, :mth most aaffioicntf i Buj)rtitaiefc 
Thu&i, for nMdt we substitute coflfee^Mand-Ai^^liedrpnl^ 
universally consomed article of sugar i. r :i;j-^« 'lac^vjs-ovrr 

Average of Three Years^ up to 






Great Bntaitl. 






Tea £1,438,000 

ji Xoljepco ,,. «825,600 , _ 

Foreign Spirits 1,830,000 ' 4O,0DD'' 

' Wi'rfe 1,480,000 f* '^ li |g8,(W0l^^ 

CoffeQ , ... 81,000 

Total, Gt. Britain,. £6,958,600 



£88,000 






j^j^ X I >'U^ .r;n; 'I. ju; if.n» bijieio'il iio(fij b^xn 

and revenues, respectively, of the two countries, «S:SMB% 

m^m;^^^,4^ii^^m^ tW(joiK|!^Bii,'^"W6!r4nhe 




i)tfM{i^^*^'c^ifcifliMi;^Wd t&Mf i^^m^tK^tfm 

likely to be looked into. The following resultyi^fiBT^^VfiS^, 

<&nt)b p''4 t&fdtigh''aU the'ih^fe tod dii^^^ 
created. -^^ .Mr.j m ..ov ....fdioim 

^ :i]te>wh6le itmtedJcleTe9iU]e.:was io:ibe ooneideredlas dimiloji^ 
; .' 'itAo 8^i^trtfeehf!art6iiii^ftFte«ln^i6^ tb te pr^**ftr 

'■^■•^-> ,^y i^i^' ^^t^;f::tod. ^t^Q;:by-lr^'-;;-bo,' Uige^^fe 

divisibie linto tw^tjtparts-**^tWK)^of/6iioh*<^)airt0^l^^ 






THR TAXATION ^INJUSTICE. 2|^ 

^dS^xtfind bjrrdie^lB^iiiuiee Class Aocouilt9/A that ijbte 
iggregate duiisii^^jtbe fbfteen: fesarb^ wilding gth Juuaxy^ 
liBil^^:xi£rtlkei(!ex|)ez^^ of: the ITiaited Eaag4oif»9 y(M)^r 
dgjneiing. ^hej inttecst Aud: di/d^ea .oif, tb^ir-ftindied ajod 
Biiftuidedidebtd,^)f(fun<mitted to < > ..^ £758^780^602 
Two-seventeenths of ilLat amOiint (being 
Lord Castlereagh's demand froiflL^ Ireland) 
was V ••• ••• ••• ••• £695268,306 

The fractioQ which we have stated, wilj be 

•lilt. -V ' .. '^^ J.- ^^.^■• 

found to give ••>_ ••• ••• . ••• 75,878,060 

Exj^^&ider Lord Castlterea^h's rate •.. 13^890^246 

Qrtjm>9^erage annual sum e£t * 8^S^,683 

the iilj^l#<»nce of whicih to Jjjr^Iand may be estimat^,fe)m 
the &ct^that her average revenue-is only about five times 

timt^^8aiint^_:''^^ "' • ; ■' ' ■; ; ; ';: ■; ' j^': _ 

Tbti^'tdkimg the be»^^of calculn^oQ^* selected by Lord 
](gag^ljf?^^h,hyps«9lf, j^e ,&^ ih/^mi^.pfj^ 

fixed upon L'eland was an unjust one. ~ . . . - 




minister, were as follows : i ♦ ,, 

^^ ;1*fte'ibWe Itird'^say^ hd e^mk^^'to"t>i^^(>tti6n^ o^^^ Mr. 

"^^tKMDDtds ^ieotdmeroe anofd' isonBmnptioo, l)tit olhitfi aUiInAeonUl Speaker 

l(30i|«i(9rcQ^ which' is; iwii&hf.grettt^;?:4hax^.4)?jB,e?ttif|yi)fc9l^^ V^fyl Foster 

fi ,1 J • * 1 on tne 

oftlw shippmsr b«- g^^bject. 




terial part of the value. And in consumption he omitiif^p^fpr- 
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tide of stilt, wkLoh is ene of very general uBe^-4ke ^oss dutieB 
on it last year were £800,000 in Britain, and £90,000 in Inot 
land, or nearly nine to one« The stamp duties arising from ex- 
change of property, litigation, and insurance, shew in some sort 
the respeetire abilities---4heir gross amount in Great Britaik 
last ywur WHS £2,000,000, (exclusive of post*horil^ hi^-powdMr 
licence, &c., not adopted here, or not sheeting property in ity. 
transit,) and in Ireland only £137,000, or i^s fifteen to one. ICet 
these he has omitted. The post ofSce also was adopted by many 
of his friends in England as a oriterion for the growing weohn 
of Scotland ; and I wonder at its escaping his atlentioii« It prqi"* 
duced last year in Britain, £874,300, in Irpl^d £8^,0^0^ 
about ten for Britain, to one for Ireland. 

Mr. Foster did not state hia caloiiladon on thOBe, ha^iii^ 
merely thrown them out as matters that oi:^ht to hstre 
been taken into account by the government. ' 

It is, however, sufficiently clear fi*om them that ^e 
British rate, as proposed by Lord Castlereagh, was fhiiefcr 
too low, and the Irish much too high« But Aeeefibcts 
have been admitted in the Imperial Pariiament, and tlv»^ 
fpre need not be much longer dwelt upon here. 
Subse- The present Lord Sltzgerald and Vesd, Presid^t o( 

^^^^ the Board of Trade, ivas, when ChasodJor of the Iririi 
dons of Exchequer in 1816, the mouth-piece of Lord Castlereagh'iy 
jurtice." government, in proposing the consolidation of the Ex- 
chequers, and in doing so, he thus denounced the injustice 
of the Union rate of contribution imposed upon Ireland, 
and its grievous effects ujpon her : — ** I hope it will not be 
said that Ireland throws a great burden on the empire to 
save herself. Oh, no ! The necessity of reviewii^ the 
act of Union has been caused by tbe sacrifices ^he haS' 
made, doing her best to keep pace with you. You eon^ 
tracted with her for an expenditure, she could not meet* 
She had been led to hope that h^ expenditure would ba 
less when united to you than before* She hae absolutely 
paid more in taxes since the Union than seventy-eiglkl 
millions, being forty-seven more than her revenue in the-' 
fifteen years on which her contribution wa^ c^^i^t/^*^i 
Thus the govermnent itself in 1816, ccmfetfsed th«t iW 
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nite 'Of iaoAtnbutiaa for Ireland waa tooliighf and oonse* 
qnelLtly that that for Great Britain was too low. 

Other statements to the same general effect were made 
by; other members, both English and Irish, and not COU'^ 
trpdii^ted hj any. We need not delay npon them, when 
w0 have no less an tothority to quote than that of Mr. 
G^olbuni, the present Chancellor of the Exchequer. In 
1$4^, when speaking to a motion of Sir J. Newport's, the 
Bight Hon. Grentleman said : ^The Union contribution of 
2-l7th8 for Ireland, w now allowed on all hands to hare 
been more than she was able to bear." 

,The injustice of the rate thus established, we shall pre- 
sently go more into detail as to its effects and consequenoes 
to Ireland. Before doing so, the pretences under \duch 
it was recommended and advocated, deserve a little 
exi^ninatioQ. 

Having stated the principle (viz., the proportionate rates of 
oontribution) of lurtiole 7» I shall now enumerate it&provistons. 
. The 1st section prorides, that the past debts of the two kiag<* l^eceitfiil 
doms shall be borne by them respectively, and if we couple this P^^™*^*- 
liberal ]{)froTi8ion with the 9th section, which gives Ireland a par- 
ticipation in whatever sums may be produced from the territorial 
revenm^s ef the British dependencies in India, we mu£(t acknow- 
ledge rnpt pnly the justice, but the generosity of the terms. 
Great Britain holds out a fair participation in all the advantages 
of the empire, without requiring the smallest participation in 
the bnrthens incurred to procure them ; and Ireland will acquire 
£$9fiQQ^ in ease c^her own burthens, out of the revenittM paid 
by the East India Comp^^ny." 

The reader will doubtless be at a loss to discover tha 
gr^t)^^ liberality" of a provision, that Ireland, owing only 
23 xmUions of debt^ should not be called on for fiscal cour- 
tribiMicms equal to those of Grreat Britaui, who was indebted 
to the amount of 424 millions. The merest and scantiest 
justi^ necessitated such a provision. 

The "liberality" of the 9th section^ is equally unsus- 
tainable. Mr. Foster thus spoke of it ; 

This is a curious offer. £58,000 per annum from the East 
India Company, being our 2-l7ths of £500,000 a year, whioh 
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'i 



^^:^ 



that Company covenanted to pay, when her new charter was 
granted liti tYdS^'^-'^tie peitn^ of whidfai I believe she* %ratf n^f* 
y^^.-pai^c^4.j9i.ahfMre of which wq :are in justice .entitled ijtd*; 
wiihput r^ard to Union ; when we confirmed that chai:^^ the . 

But the^ayment md-y be postponed to eternity, ilF the Lords 
Tjoftke- Treasury shall deem it inconvenient to the afldrs ot ihe 
'■ Company to. pay it ; for they have a power to suspend, it |>y,;th^,- 
^:act. Let me ask the noble lord why he has omitted to ajlpt «is^ 
St ihard bf thfe' 4^2,000,000 to the sinking fund, eini of the kiir*" 
pliis to the eoiisolidated fund, provided for out of their profits ^y 
ttva same, act?. He nqds assent; but will it, or any pai^li'of itf/ 
come before the time when our proportion of contribution is ta- 

cease i^ It will be inoperative afterwards We shall. 

hkve'to find a new tax, to the amount of £^8,000 a-year, toacf-' 
vance it for the East India Company I . . ■ ■ i 

Mr. Foster was mistaken in saying that the East India 
Company had not paid something. They paid (as we see ! 
by appendix No. 13, to the 4th report on income aiid 
expenditure of the United Kingdom, No. 519, of 1828) 
hmf their stiptdated contribution for each of the years 
1793, 1794, 1T96; and its full amount in 1797, making a ' 
total of £i,250,000, o/mjAicA Ireland got notjting^ although^ 
si^ wad, ks Mr. Foster said, most fully and rightly entitled 
td a portion — she having renewed their charter, as well as 
iSigland^— that is, having enacted restrictions onher oifi^' 
trade in their favour. He was only too correct in his/ 
prediction that Ireland would have to find a new tax of 
£58,000 to* pay in advance for the promised post-tTiddn 
contribution from the East India Company to the Irisli 
rereiiue. In the sixteen years after the Union, tijfr tb tH^ ' 
year in which thie Consolidation Act {b^ Geo. III. d.' &8;' 
that which put an end to all proportionate contribution^^ 
and thenceforward made debts and taxation C6mihoii' tS' 
bbth countries) come into force, viz., the yeaf Iftl^y ftiif' 
Company contributed but £98,000, not the amonnt'foi*' 
two years of the promised payment to Ireland ; nor did 
Ireland receive a /portion of this amount^ small as it wa^J^, 
The £58,000 contribution was to be a means for her^ of 
meeting her contingent to the imperial exchequer^'^her; 
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«A hindeied oCitboaa taeus, b^ the teDdecoanadeorticnt 
<^tbe-[b(HRl#'of Ite TrattBurr for tlie ^:ese ludiR Co^IMi^, 
^ "Ijtiayqii^tly 'hM 'no other wa^ of prtfvJahig/tfiat 

»iT%m ■BOpatt^tiaAa.a^aiaty of asMrtioD &at duoughout nnfound. 
i«dft£atlte.MAvocftb/;cf'tlhe Vt&oa in the Irteh Farliitmebt ^ *u«r- 
a¥]^^T|!ft^ '|n''^()^'w8tMioe nfxtr^ cppspicuoii^ than in that *"* 
4^d4!nji«^OKtHd^t!ttj)er0£(^.O)uf^«^ of the fleotiosa 

uti '^aiC'JtooDndciriiig. "'We liave- seen thai tha 'promised 
•J^tj^p^tt'te ^he syaiB to be rfeidiv^d from the 'East 
I^^j QgiflPjBflyf' jgas, u» fact* nothuig, more than yiat 
Ireland had acquired a right to, by her oomplaiaaDco to 
thid. Jw^.m.l7^^y(^ J^^t, ,ua exanune wa? thei^ mor;^ of 
sumtuie^ fP ^0 a^uronce, th^t "the einal^est pajrtidpa^on 
in Uie^byjl^eifa infjmred to prpcure tlie in^ri^l ^yanr 
te^'|T(^ «^t r^mred fivjH Ird»nd[" 

^,^_^^t pfece, if Lord,, CaflUenflgh'a flrords, ,"^6., 
m^i ^jto ctufr^y 1^6 impesaio^ th^^ shejiad not| np to 
twf,jdm& Iwrnj^ her.part of t^emi );(is oa^^j^n. wae incoii- 
B|[^i(i wi^ ,bi^ BijijtBeitiuient endeavour, (vhipb we,, sl^Il,, 
I^^B^^ly^ftuptl),.^ pjrpj^te.that Irel8iiid,^i4,^nsggu^ce,,0^ 
h» Doi,being j^e^^tiyqly^ ipited mth Crr^t Bntai^'.>rag ; 

fim she Qth^n^ia.^WPul^ li*^^ d^Tis. ,r -„ 

It inia,.aUo,lnopt thoroughly incouaiatent with tlie ppsj^, 
ti«iHjl(^,d^ojffn|ajid ae^uutod to in the British , Houee (^ 
I^OTOB, m the pre<je^ing year, by Lord Minto, when, in. an. 
atteinpt ito r^(;o^jqaend. the. le^i?tlatt^'c Uniun to Irelandi 
"'^i. lil?. I fffSH?^ tiji^t.hier legislative iiidcptinjence waa,,% 
ii{QC^£^^,^d QQ^y-f??|^^d to hinder her from sharing the 
a^wnta^ q^.Engkind, he th»Mi repf^?^^^ %, .ft?iifttii^ , 

<##mr- :'■- ■■:■ ....-.- ■.■-:.,. - VV'" 

trahui^, at present,' tmist lake her part in ait the wpr» of 
Grehl SriHt*. SKrutuit bear Ur illari'bf thei^ 'litMeiS,^ 
■itdineuraQ tlMir 'haiards. ¥«t- alw otuitiM, by"tSM^<irfinoii 
ni^Hs,sf}^u^,an ^re.pf new ^ciiton to t^.Iriah.ik^iaa.' 
Erary acquisition, however great her Bnare in the danger and 
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exertion to Mt it, acoraes to Great Britaia.. Aa island ttetkflB 
j^.Inth regiioents^ and bj shipg manned by. Irish seamen, u;>$i 
JBritish cpnquest, not an Irish. The Irish parliament , has 
never asserted, or conceived, the right of legislating" For any of 
the oonqtteets^ of the King of England, althoogh he is ISM^^ 
Ireland.y « • » . • » w • If we wouM deseribe a aubordinate i9mdi depeo ft- 
<ent country, could we, do it better tha^ by )^yixfg> it js ^a t^Qi^vfxf 
which must contribute Her quota to all the wars 6j^ a n^ign' 
hour trig kthgdom — must incur all the risks ofihdie-ufarSy aiift 
partake^ in all their disasters; while all tJittt is acq^rgdi'h^ 
their- success JhlU, like the lianas share^ to that- a^otintf^titp 
ff^hich it claims to.be co-ordinate and co-equalt^, •,,,,,, A J^yb 
thus demonstrated the real subordination of Ireland. Fride 
can fly only to one of two remedies — total and absolute sepltfi^ 
tion, or a perfect, incorporating, and equalizing Union. 

If additi(Hial proofs were wanting, that Ireland had.Uu^t 
shrank from the imperial burthens, they can be coUectfti 
Jrom the strong expressions of thanks from Buccyssr^ 
Viceroys to pur parliament, during the period of its m^ 
pendence, for its liberal and generous grants towards tthe 
ecidgencies of the state. In the text of the tx»npilQtion^f& 
•^Vliich the present article is one of the appendices, %iS''bfe 
found several instances of what we mention: and a nir^er 
8tpong propf in the heavy debt-liabilities mcur^^. by, 3^ 
land during the last seven or eight years before the /jETiiioAy 
in consequence of her assistance to England. ' ' o si:)?^ 
. TCljo thanks of the representatives of royalty wpii44) J^f 
have been so frequently, and markedly exj^ssed? . Jad 
Ireland she^vn a niggard disposition, in Gpn$id0i?ipg;i(i|^ 
exigencies of the empire. ; r /v ■)in> 

Lord Minto, in the extract we have ^ven, Wellt'l^i 
length of saying that Irelapd, from the necessity , of Jjifif 
position, was compelled to bear, and had borne b^jsb^ of 
the imperial butthcns. ' ' •'* •T-rnff'! 

Whiat futufe exemption: the promise of L6rd''C^^^ 
reagh gave Ireland hope for, coidd not be i^der^ipo^j^ 
intended to continue after the period when tfae.ddi>taof(tiM 
two countries should come to bear to each othter tli^'sklSi^ 
proportioijs respectively, as the contributions were then 
fixed at. In the same speech it was declared that, on the 



THE TAXATION INJUSTICE. 275 

lOOQumeiice off such a (Contingency^ the exchequers, debts, 
*&^: of the two countries were to be united; and thence^ 
'^^th [their contributions to be indiscriminate. It was not 
^aweyer, said in the same speech^ but it was not the less 
4hKiat intended^ and afterwards e£Pected unflinchingly and 
^9jli*t*iringly, by means of the unjust rate then imposed 
j^^n. .Ireland, that this contingency was to be made to 
sfKfSixiC as. speedily as possible, and in a manner the most 
^liQUi[t towards Ireland I We proceed with Lord Castle* 
li^^l^'A proofs of the benefit to Ireland of his proposed 

Great Britain has at length established the great principle of l^^j q^^ 
Mkin^a great part of her supplies within the year. Ireland is tlereagh's 
IMtalipi'esent in a. situation to adopt a similar system. Hence attempt to 
Jtoltain'19 debt will hereafter increase in a much less degree, and Pj^^^® ^ 
tia nioire rapidly liquidated ; while that of Ireland will be in- nggt ^q 
citing with greater rapidity, especially if she continues sepa- Ireland, 
fflie 



The-upenses of Great Britain, for 1 799> • • . £32,700,000 

LfeJ^ad,^ -r ••■ •** ••• •-• 5,439,000 

H^ this been borne in the proportion of 7^ 

"'tO'l, the expenditure by Great Britain 

>%ouH have* been, ... .. £33,695,101 

4oiil-li^ Ji^land, .. 4,492,680 

Ireland would consequently have saved, in 
British currency ... ... ... ... 947,314 

i^teoriey, ' 1,020,181 

"^^'so lopg/ OTr, as the war shall last, and we continue separate 
mbi-JGrb^ Bintain, our expenses cannot be reduced, and there- 
fore we must, in future, expend more by £1,000,000 a-year, 
j^lip j^ yf& wepe united. 

Af to times of peace, if we consider the advanced pay of the 
flmy^thei increased' charge of the militia, &c., &c., we shall find 
khiApbssiUe to maintain, if only 12,000 men at home, at a less 
charge than £1,500,000 per annum. And if we increase the 
iment to 20,000, the whole charge would amount to 
f,006 per a^num. Now, sir, from the best documents I 
liilen'-eSAe to procure, it appears that the peace establish- 
Mfabiof .Great Britain is likely to be, ... £7,500,000 
4ff$Lo{.freJa4d, 1,500,000 

'^f^ ''^^ " . i £9,000,000 

Ml) no .rr::t. .;»•..: ' • ^ 
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If this charge he home as 7^ to 1, there would he a saTiiig to 
Ireland of 450,000/. British ; or nearly 500,000^ Irish cnrrenpt. 

Now, sir, let us turn to the situation of the puhlic revenu^^. 
The produce of all the taxes last year amounted nearly' io 
1,850,000/.; and the present charges of the deht alone; are 
nearly 1,400,000/. Irish currency. I will, however, admit flie 
revenues of this kingdom have, during the present year, expfh 
rienced an extraordinary increase ; hut it is not possible to stm- 
pose that the whole of this increase can he permanent. Say me 
revenue produce permanently 2,300,000/. 
Our debt charge is, ... ... ... ... £1,400,000 

Peace establishment, ... ... ... 1,5009000 



Total expenses, £2,900,000 

So that we shall have, if remaining separate, an annual defi- 
ciency of 600,000/., which we must supply by new burthens on 
the people ; besides additional taxes of 250,000/., so long aa the 
war continue. If, on the contrary, we wisely unite with Great 
Britain, the future charge of our war expense will be diminished 
a million a year ; and we shall be able to support our peace ex- 
penditure with a very slight addition to the present taxes. '« 

On this statement, Mr. Foster remarked as follows : — 

Mr. Fos- It IS curious to observe the noble lord's arguments last year 
ter*s refu- and now. Our growing wealth was then held out by him as 
tation. tending to render us too difficult to be governed by our present 
constitution, and there was the greater hurry for taking away 
our parliament. Now our poverty is made the pretence-^— #e 
must take the Union to save us from bankruptcy 1 We H^e 
not the means to go on. We have over-paid our due proportion 
of the war expense, by a million a-year; and of the peace ex- 
pense by 500,000/. / We have almost ruined the kii^gdoih ]^j 
this profusion ; and Britain, in proposing the measure, means 
to give us that million and half million, and hereafter tax h^- 
self to pay it ! 

I own we have granted largely — ^we have not measured our 

f rants by our means so much as by our zeal to li^holcl Qreal 
ritain ; but are we for this to be punished, and our parliament 
transported, like a felon, for its extravagant efibrts to m frfptrf n 
British connexion, by maintaining the cause of 3nta;in? Did 
the noble lord sit by during the two last sessions— the most W- 
pensive we ever saw, — and not only see, but urge us, to. ^ve the 
supplies we gave, meaning at a future day to make our liheraEty, 
and these cordial elusions of our loyalty, so mkny arguments 
for taking away our parliament, and annihilating our consulta- 
tion? Is there any child so weak as to believe he 
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18 in earnest, or that tie means to load England, to save Ireland ? 
And how is this " million" to he paid us? — In money? — Are our 
past adyances to he repaid? No ! Taxes to he taken off? — 
No ! He gives us calculation — ^nothing hut calculation /••... 
, I will go into his detcul, and shew you the imposition. 
,. tie states the relative ahility of the two countries to he as 
7^ to 1 ; stating peace expenses as 5 1 to 1, and war expenses 
M 9 to 1 ; and making the medium 7^ to 1 (considering the 
.proportions of years of peace and war in this century )« This 
Tftakes 2-17ths for Ireland to pay to future aggregate ex- 
penditure, and 15-1 7ths for England. I take this statement of 
last year's British expenses as • • . . • • £32,700,000 

But I find no authority for this statement as to 
Ireland, so I take them for last year, although 
,. . then unusually great. The report of the com- 
mittee of accounts makes them . . • . 4,347,000 

British money, or 4,709,254/. Irish, making 

together * £37,047,000 

2-17ths whereof, heing 4,358,470/., would have heen our 
share, had his Union heen in force, which exceeds hy a trifle 
the sum we ^d actually pay. 

British* 
But he goes further, for he makes our war share £4,492,000 
which exceeds what we did pay, viz. . . . . 4,347,000 

So his arrangement, which is to save us a million, ^ 

would have cost £145,000 

nKHre to us — ^in Irish money 157,000/. more — ^than we did pay. 

Again, Britain in six years, up to 1799, increased her deht 

in th^ sum of 186,000,000/. ; and Ireland, up to March in 

that, year, increased hers 14,000,000/. British (nearly). Total 

200,000,000/.; whereof 2-l7ths would have heen 23,530,000/., 

or Irish £25,500,000 

But Ireland increased her dehts (in Irish money) 

only 15,092,000 

So that, hy not having a Union, she has '• 

escaped £10,408,000 

This would have caused an increased average annual charge of 
1,734,666/., instead of the promised saving of 1,000,000/. per 
annum ! 

Again, Great Britain, during those six years, has imposed 
permanent taxes of the nett amount of 74 miUipns a year, of 
which 2-17ths must have heen raised oy Ireland; making 
annually 882,352/. British, or 955,881/. Irish. And this is 
another way in which the generosity of the Union would have 
heen shewn to us. 

Further, she has, by temporary taxes on exports, imports, 
and income, (or by mortgaging them,) the amount of 1 1^ millions 
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a year, of which Ireland would have, had to pay i^}1ihfit.^0f!i 
1,352,940/. British, making 1,465,685/. Thus, had we been^ 
united in 1793, we should now owe JO millions more debt,'tti<i 
pay annually 4,156,239/. more than now I ' '- 

Now for his peace establishment. Eb, states it will.ibe 
1,500,000/., although he confesses that, the last wa^. Qplx,- 
1,012,000/. ' ' . 

He takes the produce of a year's taxes to 25th March^^ 
1799, as 1,860,000/., omitting the balances in the ooUectol^d: 
hands, which were 257,822/. more at the end than .at.tj^As 
beginning of the year. This was part of the income, of th.^^. 
year, and might have been had if called for. The whole tKp'n 
was 2,118,000/. He estimates the permanent incre^kise' of tne 
revenue in 1800 as 450,000/., f(Mrg«ttii^ the lotterieg» jirhic^^ 

may be reckoned at a profit of about .70,000/; ( tOV^^^UfSb 
altogether an income of 2,638,000/., which leayes^ for Jf^^j^ 
establishment, after paying the charges of the debt, viasl^' 
1,400,000/., at least 1,238,000/., and this after a yeaf ef'Jif6^.( 
hellion 1 • • i . : i-Jil! 

I have throughout taken his mode of calculation^, in.^p^ff-^ 
to render comparison more easy, and, for the same, reason^ 
have admitted his return of the debt at the total capital created^' 
viz. seventeen millions, which the treasury states, instMid 'itfj-' 
thirteen millions, which the accountant-general ^tat^s,- lUid 
which the committee of supply have voted as the whole due.c^ 
Lady Day, 1799* And 1 have carried that principle tlgroi^n* 
with him throughout all the calculations, because be prei^md 
it; and they are made in British money. . . r-f':: 

As to the rate of contributicMi, war expenses are jfm^j 
larger than those of peace — at his own calculation3 ^e^ly^M , 
5^ to 1 — but really 4f to 1. Where then is the faim^s ot 
our paying 2-15ths instead of 2-20ths, when the expenses 'ii^*I 
4,700,000/. per annum, and making a saving in retunt whiSQ/ 
they were only 1,000,000/., and are, at the, ujtmos^,i1|at 
1,500,000/., particularly as there are but two years of fu^yfpg*^ 
or peace, calculated, for one of loss, or war. ' * /^ ", 

The fi>regoiiig refutation, complete as.it was^iof dut'^ 
miDifiterial pretences, had, however, as little effect as ewjftil 
thing else advanced by the friends of Ireland to abate ^/ 
injustices with which she was then threatened, and. wfakbs 
soon after were inexorably inflicted upon her* i >,. drwA 

It must be incontestably evident, that the .rates shdttldo 
have been far other than they were. No doubt iTeiirimtievii! 
could be more difficult of arrangemeat than i^ By»tem\JO^ 
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|#t)p<y^cmatei (x>nlTibtrtion^ but that cii*outnstaiice is 'in 
iijs^f^ a sufficient proof of the impracticability of an 
BQUiTABLB legislative Union. 

'^Even had an approach been made to equity in the ar- 
r&^ement of the rates, it was against the nature of things 
*9f WHP^sjB, that the country which was to get the supreme 
l^slfttive power, would long tolerate the exi^mptions of 
i}!^' other (nnAdefencelesg) country — ^no matt^ how just 
tKose exemptions. 

^j.pTo object, worth the trouble and delay, could be gained 
bJTifbUowing out to a definite result in each case, (with the 
dWfl^^f then endeavouring so to blend them, as to be aW^e 
to^ed|ice frbm the whole, if possible, some fair terins of 
pvoportion,) the various calculations advaaced to reotiifj 
those of Lord Castlereagh. It is enough to say, generally, 
tK^ ihey will be found to suggest proportions of somewhere 

'ill * *' 

atout 17 to 1, instead of those of 7i to 1, which he dictated 
sQftd carried. 

i'We proceed to examine the working of these latter 
rates. 

i.^^ej^ariing to the Act of Union, we find that : the cGs- Examin- 
tinction of separate rates was to be done away with ; and' the^^irk- 
tMe two 'Countries united in matters of finance, as strictly ing, and 
ai m other matters — ^upon the occurrence of three, or, more LordCas- 
pjrojperly speaking, two contingencies; the latter of which tlereagh's 
WBB of a doable nature. . ■; * - m ' i 

The first was, in case the debts of the two countries, 
shbidd both be liquidated. 

The second was, in case they should come to bear to 
eadbi oth^ the same proportions that the arranged contri- 
butions of the two countries were to bear to each .others 
vis;, aa 2 to 15; nnd also, in case the respecdve circum-i 
sldoiees of the two countries should appear to admit ^^thenoe^^' 
forth of their contributing indisciiminately, by ^ual taKes 
oii<!the same articles in eadi, to the future expenditizrei of 
the United Kingdom. . . ; ! . 

It isannot be neocssary to dwell upon th^ first contingency, 
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"Whkk the enormouB dmount of the ddiyt of Oiefit !^liiB 
rendered so very remotely, if at all, probable; ' cJ 

The second contingency will require ^ s^teurate considera- 
tion of each of its two brancheB. > 

The first branchy viz. that the debts of the two coun- 
tries should come to bear to each other the proportadb of 
fifteen parts for Great Britain to two parts for Irelasad^ Was 
thus treated of by Lord Castlereagh :— V- 

^jj^^^?^ • Before this can take place, the taxes of Grea,t Britain. most 
m-eneru^ be reduced by the amount of ten millions a-year ......•••••. 

i^Qgt It imay happen, however, that if war should contintie; and I^« 

Ireland, laild fond her supplies, while England raises a great partiof 

hers within the year, and mortgages her income tax to .i^^i^ 

rapid reduction in time of peace, that the proportion of the .4fjht 

of Ireland may rise." 



>:.> * 
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Two oAer versions of his speech (one printed by StbiskT 
dale^ 62, Abbey-street^ and the other by MsUiken^ Graftbia- 
street) give this part of it rather differently, mating Mm 
appear to contemplate the decrease of Britii^ deC»t) a&^e 
sole means by which the required proportion of th^t^o 
debts w^ to be brought about. The versibh, ho^^ie^r, 
(printeid by Rea, 57^ Exchequer-street,) firom which we 
extract, appears much the ftdlest, and in its staii£tic8'g<s&&- 
tally the most accurate of the three. *. • 

Itis ia curious commentary upon the aUeged ^^ftirh^ 
of the Union-terms, that the version of his (Speech Vlutii 
we have used, is certainly the most correct as to his stdte- 
ment regarding the contingency in question. Ndtlobiig 
would appear fiiirer than that the required proportion shbidd 
have been brought abdut solely by the decrease of !E>^liifa 
debt, and nothing could be more justifiable than -Mr. 
Foster's indignant remark upon the actual airangeMeiit ^»- 
** The monstrous absurdity," said he, (on th^ 15th Maiitfa, 
1800,) "that you wotild force down our throatt i8> €tM 
Ireland's increase of poverty, (as shewn by increase of d^bt^) 
and England's increase of wealth, (as shewn by diminution 
of debt,) are to brin^ them to an equality of* coiMlition^ Ik> 
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mib b^^ble to \xfax «q equality of taxeis. This U oontmry 
to all reason. 

: 'He.said.petrfectly true» but the amu^meBt waa.^&rced 
upon Ireland^ in that 8hfq)e9 nevertheless. 
' ..-:Thi0.iva0 bad enough, ^but worse remained behindT 
Tke re^[uired proportion was brought about soklp by the 

■ niciUKASB of the Irish Debt — no decrease whatever oceit- 
ring in the British I ... 

Between the Union and the consolidation, various com- itj^^ug^ 

' mittees of the imperial parliament sat upon the subject of /?J^P«««?" 
the , financial relations between the two countries. .It is janance! 

' mipoflaible to peruse the records of their proceedings willi- ^^^flj,^ 
out being struck by the evidences of one design, one inteiit, united 
pervading them all, viz.— rthe design and the int^t of ^^^^ 
hastening on the consolidation, without much regard to 
tiuit^part of the contingency that was expected ,to be in 
favour of Ireland. ^^ Rem^ rem, quocumque piodo^ rdM /" 
leems to have been their motto. This animus i^disti^iiy 
visible in the proceedings of the committejds of .1811^. 12, 

. and 139: preparatory, as it were, to its full, and ^njLire^^t^d 
final developement in the report of the committefe^pf, 16.1^. 
The committee of. the year 181 1, activdy assist^ th^ in- 
oreade of Irish debt, by recommending that ^^ th^^. paynj^ai^ts 
since the Union, made to corporate bodies, or individjiials, 
ia Ireland, in respect of any city or borough, whi^h luay 
have ceased to send members to parliament ki coicrse^iaence 
qf the Union, should not be considered as a joint jch^gO';" 
thereby throwing upon Ireland, directly and . openly, the 
last remaining item of the extravagant purchasormqn^ of 
her. parliament; the other enormous item, yizr-^tho fmil- 
Hon and nearly a half expended in personal bribery, as wiell 
as the millions wasted in military expenses, having been 
(joietly sad(Ued upon her before. This last charge thus 
openly put down to her account, and unjustly too,— r(fbr 
surely the rest of the empire ought to have borne some 
share of the cost of a measure which was asserted to bf^ an 
advantage to the whole,) — amounted to nearly £l,300>000. 
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The other oommittees chieflj* busied< tbemfiek^ tttthn 
calculations as to the proportions the debi&-bf th0•'twO' 
coTlntries bore to each other, and a good deal x>f ea^us^i^t 
is wasted in their reports upon 'what they affected to<€t)ii«: 
sider a great constitutional questiotk — 'namely, whethoarllie 
terms of the Union Act would aUow of theednsolidajbkmfr 
being effected, if the actual moment of'prtf^eeidon^^likeiv^sisjff 
instant when the debts came to bear to each other tiici^o 
required proportion of fifteen to two— were not seized) up<tn 
for the purpose. They affected great anxiety lest a 'qufd^q 
tion should be raised upon the practicability, legally Bpeafe^l 
ing, of effecting tiie consoUdation after the 'pr^x^on 'i^ 
been obtained, should that proportion chance tobe'mdr^o 
than obtained, viz. — should the Irish debt coiineto^bcjair %xi 
higher proportion to the British than two to fifteen^. - Thsa > 
earnestness was put on and assumed, to bHnd- the' 'pubBc 
mind to their total neglect of examining into-tibe real taoiasi I 
of the monstrous increase of Irish debt^ and their ^talo 
omission of considering the second branch of ih^ ^oon^Og^jt 
gency, without tiie existence of which the consolidataoBfi 
could not be legal, according to the Act of Union,. :W^'j 
aUude to the provision — ^^And if it shall appear^ tkui thel!i 
respective circumstances of the two countries' wUl thencefbrtifc 
admit of their contributing indiscriminately to the'geneBsln 

expen^ture," &e. &c This Mras nottaken intOL>ooii6iddif- 

ationatall, until the meeting of the committee ^cfl^6^/;( 
and yet it is as important a proviso as any one'CDntainedTi 
in the Act of Union, and is, to use a legal phta^ a^^cmii) 
dition cumulative" that is, a condition additional upon 
the first condition, that the debts should be to each other 
as fifteen to two. The committee of 1815' did; irideleia}'^ 
allude to this second condition; but, as it would, seooL .'^ 
only to outrage it. They pursued the same mock perqHi-f<> 
sition into the self-suggested quibble of the other doniH&if^^^ 
tees; and while they thus assumed, With fegifiUrd 'to' cittte'*.^ 
point- (at beet quite beside the real question), s\icli nicejfc^,n, 
of discrimination, they slurred ever/ a conflideitei/lian<bf'fther{' 
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i«i[mt'^td'i]iiiportatice,< — that which was contamed in the 
seoimdobndituHi g£ which we speak. 

^(W^^ahflU pi^esentlj have to refer more speciaDy to the' 
ceadnet of ihe committee of 1815. 

^Meantime this is the place to remark, that the flagitious And of the 
nnamsbf which fthe required proportions of the two debts (^^".^^ 
^f|s»r'br6ught about, had been pl^ly provided by the Act Act. 
offD"iabiifc ' 

•ilO'the^fimtpfaice there was, as we have seen, a most dis- 
proportionately griervous rate of contribution imposed upon 
Ir^boid. ' - 

I But 'this oould n^ver, unassisted, have swelled the debt 
o£'^Ireland; on the contrary, it should, itself, have had to 
b6 tepMed^ when Ireland's inability to meet it became ap- 
paniiit — ^which was the case immediately after the Union* 

.'Ql'he rate should, itself, have been repealed, because all 
futufeidans being to be borne according to the proportions 
of'fifteeti to two, any increase to the debt of Ireland, by 
reason of loans to supply the deficiency of the product of 
her taxation, would have necessitated a proportionate in- 
crease tO' the debt of Great Britain. The latter country, 
theYiefore, would have been made to feel practically, and year 
aftdr year in an increasing ratio of severity, the grievous- 
nc^ of the rate that had been put upon the former. 

To prevent this, and to make sure tliat the debt of Ire- 
land should rise, the following artfully worded proviso was 
idjbxoduced into the 6th section of the ^^ financial" article 
(the 7th) of the Act of Union. 

r. . . « <* Provided, that if at any t ime, in raising the 

contributions hereby fixed for each country, parliament shall 
jaSge it fit to raise a greater proportion of such respective 
cohtrihutions in one country witnin the year than in the other, 
or- 116 set apart a greater proportion of sinking fund for the 
liqilidation of the whole, or any part of the loan raised on ac- 
count of the other country ; then such part of the said loan for 
the'liquidation of which different provisions shall have been 
inaile' for the respective countries, shall be kept distinct, and 
shall be borne- by' each respectivel j." *w. . . : ■ : i " ^ 
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Ruinous 
conse- 
quences 
to Ire- 
land. 



The means thus given were most unsparingly used. 
The annual finance accounts give the progressive details— 
it is at present sufficient for us to state the general result 
For this purpose we will give here the respective amoxmts 
of th^ debts of each country in 1801,* and on the 6th: of 
January, 1817, together with the annual charge,- — ^pr^ 
mising that the amounts in each case include unfunded as 
well as funded debt, and the statements of annual charge 
include the charge on both kinds. 



GREAT BRITAIN. 


IRELAND. 




Debt. 


An. Charge. 


Debt. 


An. Charge. 


5th Jan. 
1801. 


450,504,984 


17,718,851 


£ 

28,545,134 


£ 
1,244,463 


5th Jan. 
1817. 


734,522,104 


28,238,416 


112,704,773 


4,104,514 



Par. Papery 35 of 1819. 

The reader will remark, that there was no decrease at 
all of either debt, but an increase of both. It would have 
been very bad for Ireland even had her debt increased onfy 
m proportion with that of Great Britain. Still that 
proportionate increase would at least have saved her fi'om 
being loaded (as she was by the consolidation of the ex- 
chequers) with all England's liabilities : for, of course, the 
disparity between the two debts would have remained as 
great as ever; and therefore there would have been no 
excuse for consolidation. But how cruel and monstrous 
the iiyustice, that not only was her debt increased, but 
while the British debt did not double, hers was increased 
four-fold 1 

It is no straining of an argument, but an inevitable con- 



L 



* Some pages further on, a note will be found in which we deny that Ae 
amounts for 1801 fairly represented the respective debts. We take Uiem 
here, however, as the unjust means, which the Union Act provided for in- 
flaming the liability of Ireland, began thdr operation in 1801. 
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clnrion from the premises laid down by the quota^tions we 
have given from Lord Fitzgerald and Mr. Goulbum, that 
as the means by whioh this excessive increase of Irish debt 
^Wns created were unjust, that excess itself is unjust, and 
d^oold by no means be considered as part of the rightfiil 
liabililies of Ireland. 

No such consideration however was allowed to weigh in 
her favour, but the fact was taken abstractedly, ihsA her 
debt had increased so as to be within the ratio of the con- 
tributions ! 

We have already recorded the declaration made, and not 
controverted, in the British parliament, as to the gre^t 
efforts of Ireland to do her part, after the Union, by taxa- 
tion. It was on the failure of these efforts that the ruinous 
system of loans was resorted to. The finance committee 
of 1815, thus bore testimony to the efforts of Ireland : 

" Your committee cannot but remark, that for several years 
Ireland has advanced in permanent taxation more rapidly than 
Great Britian herself, notwithstanding the immense exertions 
of the latter country, and including the extraordinary and' war 
faxes. The permanent revenue of Great Britain increased, froin 
1801, when the amoimts of both countries were first made to 
correspond, in the proportion of 16^ to 10. The whole revenue 
of Britain (including war taxes), as 21^ to 10, and the revenues 
of Ireland as 23 to 10." 

Mr. Leslie Foster, the late Baron Foster, of the Irish 
bench, a member connected with government, followed 
Mr. Fitzgerald (whom we have before q[uoted), arid imi- 
tated him in ascribing the bankrupt conditioh of Ireland 
to the oppressiveness of her rate of contribution. He thiis 
described her increase of taxation, in her vain ettbrts to 
meet that rate : " The taxation of Ireland at the tJtuon 
was £2,440,000 ; in 1810 it had risen to £4,280,000; m 
1816 it was £5,760,000. Injact^ taxation in that country 
had been carried almost to its ne plus ultra** 

To these testimonies we shall add but one more — ^that 
of the late Lord Sydenham, when moving, on the 26th, of 
March, 1830, for a committee for a revision of taxation : — 
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.'< A., case is establiabed in the iostaoce of IrelaA^ whtoh is 
.vrritten in cbaractfers too legible not to serye as a guije to f u;., 
ture financiers, — one which, ought to bring shame on the 01.9^ 
ttiory of its authors. The revenue of Ireland in 1807 yn^ 
4,378,000/. Between that year and the conclusion o£ the wfur, 
taxes were successively imposed, which, according to the c^u^ 
lations of Chancellors of the Exchequer, were to prodi^ 
3,400,000/., or to augment the revenue to 7,700,000/. The i;^ 
suit was, that in 1821, when that sum — ^less about 400,000/. iofL 
tspLes repealed — ought to have been paid into the exchequerj^ Mj& 
w^ole revenue of Ireland amounted to only 3,844,000/., .hevo^ 
533,000/. less than in 1 807, previous to one farthing of th^.9(a 
a^dditional taxes having been imposed. Here is an exan^le.to 
prove that an increase of taxation does not tend t.o.prp(]E[iC|ej^ 
corresponding increase of revenue, but, on the cpntrary^ ^jj 
actual diminution." — Hansard's Debates* 

The first branch of the second contingency under -iroioh 
the provi- " Consolidation" was to take place, having been thus moit 
theTlcfof "^j^s^ly attained, it remains to be seen what was done'^ 
Union, regarded the second branch. 

. This was in terms : — " And if it shall appeat' that llii^ 
respective circumstances of the two countries wfll jbli^]^!^^^ 
forth admit of their contributing indiscriminately 'bj eqiudi 
taxeSf ' &c. &c. '^»^> 

This was not a condition alternative, but, in le^4re*infc 
a i^^ndition cumulative — ^that is to.say^a c^nditio^igiaai- 
tioncU upon the preceding — ^and required with eqwliiifkf 
pierativeness. No possible ingenuity can mainttdt^' Atf 
position — ^nor has it ever been attempted— that this '66n3ir 
tion was not absolutely necessaxy^ aeCQrdixig to ,t]ie,j)If^ 
wording of the act, and that without it theocourrenceiof 
the first — ^namely, the coming of the two debts faitb ^rf 
required proportions— did not fulfil the legal requisite^ for 
the contingency that was to justify the measure, of cpii/^ 
lidating the exchequers of the two countries, and rexudenii^ 
both subject to the same liabilities. j-h 

It is scarcely -credible to say-r-what however. iA\.the 
fact — that this coxidition was digregarded*-ror, \l\ha4 vinadd 
the fact worse., was cpjisid^^ed ovXjiff. be iqut^^g^d L The 
comi?)ittee of 1815 thus dealt^ with^ife,'fla^ttQ^^ 
13, Report of 1815, sess. number 214. '— 
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^* ^It'tefmirtned then for your committee to consider; whether 
oi*^Tiot J;h6 respective circumstances of the two countries would 
hBiceforth adinit of their contributing indiscriminately, by 
^jhSal '^axes, 8cc. &c. 

'"^'^Itis welt kno^ that parliament has not hitherto deemed 
il^^'^tl^^i^nt' to extend to Ireland the most productive of the 
3tti^ ii^posed in Great Britain, for raising, by direct taxation, 
ilf0 'saf^pplies within the year. In other respects your com- 
ffflttee have foiihd the taxes of Ireland not fiilly equalized with 
{hofse <yf Great Britain, particularly in the excise, where some 
ini'pp'rtant branches are protected from increase until 1820, by 
ffie act of Union, and in the stamps. 

'"''But on the other great heads of revenue — customs and 
&sfeWed iaxes— they have found a very near approximation 
Beti^en tlie rates ot both countries." 

..JJSereJfoUaws the remark we have before quoted from the 
^gm^ committee^ on the excessive increase of the permanent 
tjfxqtion of Ireland,'] 

<' Under these circumstances it is manifest that no practical 
Ijfi^e^t can possibly be obtained, for any part of the united 
kingdom,, by endeavouring to maintain a fixed proportion of 
eji^nditure, when that proportion has rapidly carried the 
9i%f> of ' Ireland from a state of great relative inferiority 
into a growing excess, which cannot be met by any system 
of.. tau^A that would not violate the most solemn engage- 
ments. .' 

^^ "** Moreover, it appears to your committee, that from the 
wfaoU tenor of the act of Union, and the very circumstance of 
^0; tempor^jry guards to prevent the too sudden imposition of 
hwr^ens on the .weaker country y before time had been allowed 
for", the acquisition of at least equivalent benefits, that a 
CFiiibn, strict and perfect in matters of finance....... to the 

itten* of consolidating the treasuries and the exchequers, must 
hffve l>een contemplated by the two treasuries. 
. JOn the whole, then, with a view to the clear advantages of 
au pEirt's of the empire — to relieving Ireland from a burden 
fiihkfh eslfperience has proved too great — and at the same 
\wm with the hope of rendering her resources more produc- 
tiye, your committee have resolved, • 

'^I'l^HerefoUoivs tlieir resolution, to the effect that the time 
^9c&m« for the consolidation of the exchequer^ 

'* Without wasting time in general reflections on thef evi- 
dent « inalice prepetlse" of the foregoing, let us come to its 
practical examination. 
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In the first place we have additional and condosive tes- 
timony as to the grievousness of the Union-rate of contri- 
bution imposed upon Ireland. 

What would be the natural remedy for this — ^taking 
into consideration the admitted exhaustion of Ireland? 
Should it not have been to revise the rate — ^to alter it, to 
lower it, and thereby suit it better to the ability of Ireland 
-reUe^g her at the same time from the exceaa of debt 
into which its injustice had plunged her ? 

It was true, that the 2nd section of the 7th article of 
Union, provided that a revision of the rates was not to 
take place for 20 years ; but even if justice did not require 
(upon other grounds, however, than the committee adopted) 
the period of revision to be anticipated, the committee 
themselves recommended what was, in effect, a breach of 
the provision m question. 

In the second place, where were the proofs of this 
" ability" of Ireland ? How was she shewn to have so 
improved, as that her "circumstances" should be considered 
to ** admit of her contributing indiscriminately, by equal 
taxes" with England? 

Of this, not only did they not attempt any proof, but, 
as the reader will have seen, they established the direct 
contrary, by declaring that Ireland's then existing burdens 
— ^much inferior as they were to England — ^had been 
" proved by experience to be too great." 
Possible An objection, not very tenable at best, and most easy to 
objection yy^ refoted, may be taken here* to our argument. It may 
argument, be said, that in the extract we have given from the report 
of 1815, there is a clear allusion to the absence in Ireland, 
of taxes the most likely to be productive ; and that the in-* 
tent of the promoters of the consolidation was, by tha^ 
measure, to annul, legally, the restrictions which the Union 
Act placed upon the imposition or increase in Ireland of 
rates upon some ^^ important branches of taxation ;" and 
when that was effected, that their further intention was, to 
compensate her by the repeal of certain more oppressive and 
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less productive taxes at that time in force — thus bringing 
into' play -iflieiSlatise which provided that, even after con- 
sofiffiLtion', mere might be particular exemptions allowed in 
that country. To ascertain if this were done, or if the Answer. 
ittlit^als existed for doing it, it requires only to examine 
tlie 'general istate of the imposts of Ireland then and after- 
^^dird^« Taxes upon the foUowiag productive articles were 
tTO i^tine in both countries, viz, teay sugar ^ tobacco^ vnne^ 
coneid, cotton-yam, and wool, raw and organzine silk, for- 
eign bar-iron, timber, besides a multitude of others. While 
tfie cbmmittee were sitting, the Irisli malt duties were assi- 
milated to the British. The items wc have given in italics 
are enuiperated (with tlie addition of those of "spirits and 
be^ir**) in the 2nd section of the 7th article of Union, as 
furnishing, in their respective quotas of production, in 
GreaV'Britiun and Ireland, proper elements of a comparison 
on which any future revision of the rates of contribution 
was to be founded. The other articles we mention amply 
supply the place of " beer" and of " spirits," and enable us 
to take the list as (according to no less an authority than 
the act of Union itself) most sufficient basis for an estimate 
of "ability;" and so being, the duties upon them must 
nebessarily be among the most important of the imperial 
imposts. 

If then these duties were to be lightened off Ireland by 
the consolidation, some of the most productive of her 
taxes would have to be given up. The four articles alone, 
of wine, sugar, tea, and tobacco, produced £2,000,000, 
in tlie year 18 14, in Ireland — being not very far from half 
her whole produce of taxation in that year. 

The committee confessed that not only customs' duties, 
but assessed taxes, were as nearly similar as might be. In 
so, far therefore as they were productive branches of the re- 
venue, no change could be made, to increase their produce 
in Ireland: her taxes being of course restricted to an 
equality -with those of England. 

Stamps, and some branches of the excise offered the only 

u 
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hope ; and they are accordingly pointed at in the report. — 
The former, however, was never a source of much revenue 
in Ireland. And that it was not expected to be so, the 
best proof is given by the fact, that it is only in the last 
year, 1842, that they have been equalized with those of 
England. A trifling increase indeed was made upon them 
in the course of the year 1815, but the committee of that 
year, alluding to it as a then pending measure, treated it as 
little affecting the comparison between the taxes of the 
two countries. Other additions also of small produce were 
made in 1821 and 1823, and attempted in 1828: which 
latter attempt had to be given up, owing to the repre- 
sentations made to government of the ruin that would be 
caused by their infliction. And the "assimilation" of last 
year was not brought forward with any great promise of 
its insuring great productiveness. Mr. Staunton, (of the 
"Register," Dublin Newspaper,) whose vigilance is ever 
awake where the interests of his country, particularly in 
financial points, are threatened, thus remarked at the time, 
in the columns of his excellent journal : — 

If " assimilation" be equitable, it is where there is a parity of 
wealth and resources. Ireland has the one-third of the popula- 
tion of the empire. Had she an equal proportion of the power 
of raising revenue, there could be no argument against " assi- 
milation." But has she that power ? Take the receipts of 
these very duties as an example. They were, on 5th January, 
1841, 470,000/. By the new project of the Tory government 
it is calculated that 160,000/. may be added — making the total 
(130,000/. When " assimilation" does its utmost, it expects to 
realize this amount; and what is it, after all, but the 1-1 1th of 
the British receipts ? 
English stamp duties, year ended 5th Jan. 1841, £6,471,000 

Scotch, 569,000 

Irish, .. 470,000 

By " assimilation" Ireland can be drawn up to little more than 
an equality with Scotland — and yet Scotland has little more 
than one -fourth of the population of Ireland. 

We do not amend Mr. Staunton's statements by substi- 
tuting the figures of last ye^'s receipts, for those of the 
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time he wrote— as the latter suffidently shew what he de- 
sired to make known. 

More than enough has, we trust, been put forward to 
shew that the stamp duties offered no chance for the ^^ better 
arrangement^'' against the possibility of which we are just 
now contending. Under the head of excise duties, the ex- 
emptions of Ireland were, " beer, bricks and tiles, candles, 
cider and perry, glass, (exclusive of bottles,) hops, printed 
calicoes, salt, soap, starch, stone bottles,-— on which articles 
she had no internal duty — ^and auctions, glass bottles, hides 
and skins, licences, paper, spirits, and vinegar, on which 
her duties were not equal to the British. 

The excise duty on beer was made to operate against 
our Irish porter imported into England, and the duty on 
home spirits told most heavily against Irish whiskey simi- 
larly imported. Had England and Scotland been exempt 
firom those duties, it would have been an immense advan- 
tage to the Irish brewer and distiller ; and consequently 
their continuance was a great injury to those parties. 

We got our hops from England, and the English 
grower had the duty remitted to him, by drawback on 
exportation to Ireland : — so that to have put duties on 
hops in Ireland would not have lightened the English 
burthens, while the hop growers of that country would 
have suffered from our diminished consumption. The 
same as to soap, with the exception of two circumstances 
mifavourable to Ireland, viz: 1st — ^that not only had the 
English maker the benefit of the drawback of duty, but 
that he absolutely got a premium^ inasmuch as in origi- 
nally paying the duty he was remitted one-tenth of it 
for waste ; while the drawback given him on exportation 
was of the full and unabated amount of the duty. 2nd — 
that he thereby was able to undersell the Irish manufac- 
turer in his own market. In bricks, glass, and paper, as 
well as in several minor branches of excise, either the same 
system of drawback had been allowed upon the quantities 
exported (quantities which, in most cases, comprised the 

u2 



%92 APPENDIX, NO. VI. 

whole of the Irish consumption of those articles) ; or where 
no drawback existed, the result did not essentially differ, as 
the English exporter, lacking the reimbursement of the 
drawback, included the duty in his price to the Irish con- 
sumer, who, therefore, was and is the person who really 
paid and pays the duty upon the articles in question I Nay, 
it is certain that on some articles imported from England, 
we have to pay the whole, or part, of the excise duty ori- 
ginally imposed there, notwithstanding that such duty has 
been drawn back by the exporter. This is the case, for in- 
stance, as regards red bricks, on which the practice of the 
Englishman is, to charge us the duty in the price ; and with 
regard to fire-bricks, he does so to the amount of half the 
duty, although in both cases he has drawn back the entire 
amount from the government on exportation ! 

Since the consolidation, the foUo^ving was the progress 
of excise assimilation. Paper duties assimilated in 1825 
— ^hides and skins at the same time — vinegar duties in 1826 
— ^giass duties ii;i 1828 — and some minor points since, as 
auction duties, &c., &c. 

Whether these changes have been " productive" or not, 
the reader can judge for himself, from the following state* 
ments of the gross receipts of excise, for the years 1817 and 
1841* That for the first year named, is taken from parlia- 
mentary paper. No. 659 of 1833, which gives the excise 
and assessed taxes' receipt in a lump sum, and necessitated 
a reference to No. 194 of 1834, where the amount received 
on the Irish assessed taxes for that year is given as 
£523,748, deducting which from the lump sum in the for- 
mer paper, we get the amount of excise receipts alone, as 
stated below. 

These papers were moved for by the present Lord Mont* 
eagle, and prepared under his personal superintendance, 
at a time when he was anxious to make a case for the 
^^ prosperity'' of Ireland since the Union ; and, of course, 
would not permit the excise account to be understated/ 



I 
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The amount for 1841) is from the annual finance accounts. 

Excise receipts, Ireland, 1817> . . £1,770,550 

Do- 1841, •. 1,279,484 



Decrease, £49 1 ,066 

and this although poptdation had so much increased ! 

We have perhaps wasted too much time In refuting so 
shallow an objection, as that we have just now answered. 
It might have been enough to refer generally and with con- 
fidence to the existing state of things, to prove that no such 
kindness as It suggests, was intended by the consolidation. 
But It is not without use to do away with all the specious 
pretexts advanced to justify the conduct of those who ori- 
ginated that most unjust measure. 

Coming back from this digression, we resume the ex- 
amination of the 1815 Committee's Report. 

As we have before said, there is not the slightest attempt 
made to shew any increased ability of Ireland since the 
Union ; although the wording of the act can in no other 
way be construed, save to mean that such increase was a 
necessary incident, before consolidation of the exchequers. 

The paragraph which speaks of the ultimate design of 
the framers of the Union, to carry out that Union In 
matters oi finance^ as \vell as in others, was but a mere 
cloud of words, declaring that of which no one entertained 
doubt, and seemingly intended to divert attention from the 
grave omissions in other parts. Were it any thing else, 
stress would have been laid upon the " acquisition of equi- 
valent benefits," of which it speaks. There is no attempt 
to assert that Ireland received such benefits; but the manner 
in which they are mentioned leads to the inference, that 
what could not, with any decency, be openly advanced, 
was sought to be indirectly suggested, -with some hope of 
causing a deceitful belief in the possibility of their ex- 
istence. 

The succeeding and last paragraph of oiur quotation ex- 
ceeds aU that went before it, iu a^udacity of assertion. 
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It states that the consolidation would be ^^ a clear ad- 
vantage to all parts of the empire ;" without giving any 
grounds for the opinion, in the case of Ireland at any rate. 

It talks of relieving Ireland from a burthen which " ex- 
perience had proved too great," and concludes by recom- 
mending a measure which put an end to that previous 
protection she had enjoyed from greater burthens ! 

It speaks of " rendering her sources more productive ;" 
but we have seen that the means of so doing could not exist 
under the proposed arrangement, so far as change without 
lessening the gross amount of taxation was concerned ; and 
as to the repeal of taxation, we shall have, at a fiiture 
stage, to shew how disproportionate this has been, as com- 
pared with the relief accorded to Great Britain ; and may 
content ourselves for the present with remarking, that, 
within a year from the time of the committee's report^ no 
less than seventeen millions were struck off from the taxa- 
tion of Great Brittdn ; whereas ten years elapsed ere the 
relief to Ireland exceeded half a million ! 

The originators of the consolidation act took no account 
of the defenceless state in which they were about to place 
the coimtry they pretended to relieve. Even were she 
really relieved by that measure, where was her guarantee 
for the duration of the relief? Whensoever the British 
parliament chose, they were thenceforth to have it in their 
power to re-impose old, or invent new burthens for Ire- 
land ; all limitation to her liabilities being done away with. 

Even the distant hope given her by the fifth section of 
the seventh article of the Union, that in the event of her 
resources becoming abimdantly productive, her taxes might 
be lightened by the amount of surplus revenue thereby 
cra\ted, or that amount might be applied to local improve- 
ments, was now to be utterly destroyed, as she could never 
more have surplus revenue, until the whole of the enor- 
mous luid monstrous debt of Great Britain should be liqui- 
dated } that debt, amongst other things, being ^^ rendered 
oommou** by the ooosoHdation act. 
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The reader is now referred back to the petition with Refer- 
which this acticle commences ; and if he have followed our ptition 
aigoments, he will see that we have established the pro- ^^^^^ gi- 
positions contamed in the five first paragraphs of that shew its 
petition. ^^, 

Their necessary consequence is, that the consolidation proved. 
act was a breach of the articles of Union. 

What was done being thus unconstitutional, as well as What 
unjust, it remains to be seen what ought to have been done have been 
in 1816. Our answer is, the unanimously condemned rates ^^^^ ^^ 
of contribution ought to have been altered ; and Ireland 
should not only have her rate lowered, but she ought to 
have been relieved firom the unjust excess of increase of 
her debt. There was a difficulty indeed in the way of 
revision; inasmuch as the Act of Union ordained that 
twenty years should pass without revision, or any altera- 
tion, unless the contingencies under which consolidation 
was to be effected, should occur in the interval. But when 
a greater difficulty, viz., that of carrying the consolidation 
against the spirit and meaning of the Act of Union, was 
so little thought of, a less degree of boldness would have 
sufficed to get over that which we have mentioned. It 
was a plain and, only too probably, a wilful defect in the 
Union arrangements, that an earlier period for revision had 
not been provided. However, if this difficulty were insur- 
mountable, very little additional mischief to the empire 
would have resulted from letting matters go on as they 
were, until the regularly fixed period of revision had arrived, 
viz., the year 1820. The war with France was over, and 
the general expenditure had, even in the year 1815, dimi- 
nished. The general expenditure for 1814 was£ 132,748,000. 
In 1815, it fell to £122,604,000, being a diminution of 
£10,144,000. In 1816 it againfell and was only £94,798,000, 
being £27,806,000 less than the preceding year ; and in 
1817 there was a further decrease of £26,000,000, the ex- 
penditure that year being only £68,710,000. After that 
year up to 1820, the expenditure remained about the same 
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amount. From 1814, therefore, there was an aggregate 
decrease of £64,000,000 ; and from the period when the 
consolidation of the exchequers was debated, namely, just 
after the finance amounts for the year ending 5th January, 

1816, had been presented, there was a nett decrease of 
£53,000,000. This would, of course, have lessened the 
amount of exactions from Ireland, although they still would 
have been most oppressive. But the fact is, a revision 
ought to have been specially enacted, under the extraor- 
dinary circumstances of the case. 

Evil con- We now come to the consequences of the Consolidation. 
to^Vria^d """^ ^^^^ professed to be a measure of relief to Ireland, then 
of the groaning under grievous burthens. Let us see how far the 

Consoli- n j_ 1 I X xi /» • 

dation liicts havc bornc out the profession. 

iVifi^^ By the provisions of this act, not only were the exche- 

quers consolidated, but all arrangements as to proportionate 
contributions were done away with; and both countries 
were in future to contribute simply as much as they 
could, by equal taxes, so far as that equality was possible* 
Ireland therefore was nominally to be relieved of the rate 
which had been confessed oppressive. A further benefit to 
her was to be the taking from off her shoulders of the 
whole amount of increase of her debt, between 1800 and 

1817, viz., an increase represented by £2,860,050, increase 
of debt-charge. This was to be consolidated with the debt 
of Great Britain: a matter rendered the easier, as all the 
borrowings of Ireland since the Union had been in Enff- 
land. These two provisions comprised the benefits that 
Ireland was considered to rccei\e from the consolidation of 
the exchequers ; and were and have been loudly vaunted 
at the time, and subsequently doAvn to the moment at 
which we are writing. 

If, however, we can show that, altliough relieved from 
the pressure of an unjust increase of her original debt, she 
has been made responsible for, and to the utmost of her 
ability compelled to contribute to, the greatly superior 
original British debt; and if we further shew, that under 
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a strict interpretation of this boasted reKef of Ireland by 
the assumption of her post-Union debt by Great Britain, 
the latter will yet be found to have in fact indemnified 
herself by exacting from Ireland two-twelfths of the general 
expenditure, instead of the condemned two-seventeenths ; 
and again, that even supposing that post-Union debt was 
not at all taken off the shoulders of Ireland, but shared 
betweien the two countries according to the Union propor- 
tions, that under even such an arrangement, the payments 
exacted from Ireland to the general expenditure will be 
foimd to have been, on an average, equal to the said 
coTidemned proportion of two-seventeenths, — then, in the 
case of establishing those facts, we shall leave little pretence 
of benefit to Ireland from the measure of the consolidation 
of the exchequers. All that then can remain for the advo- 
cates of the latter measure, will be to show, if they can, 
that the unfairness of those proceedings has been compen- 
sated for to Ireland by remission of taxation greater than 
what was conceded to Great Britain. On this, too, we 
shall endeavour to meet, and trust utterly to rout them. 

To see if fact and reason justify us in our first position, Ireland is 
viz. — ^that Ireland is made responsible for the British debt ^^^ *? 

.... . share the 

— ^that is, the British oririnal, as we have called it, or ante- burthen 
Union debt, — let the reader peruse the following state- ante-" 

ment : — Union 

debt. 



Par. Pa- 



Annual charge of the British debt con- > ;fl7 71R»^l 
tracted before the Union, ... J ' ' 

Ditto, ditto of the Irish debt, similarly > i ^^^ .,.« per 35 of 

contracted, S "'^44,163 igi^. 

Excess of British liability, ... ... £16,474,388 

Now what is the amount of the exclusive taxation of 
Great Britain ? — Its items are : 1st, the income tax ; 
2nd, the land and assessed taxes; and 3rd, a portion of 
the excise duties. The income tax may be taken in round 
numbers as six millions. Of this, although nominal^; -aa 
exclusively British tax, a portion is. being »\vTOiigcfr6mfIre^ 



I 



999 APPENDIX, 270. VU 

IfRid. We do not speak of payments by absentees, as this 
kttet contingent will better come under consideration in 
another fprm. But. officers on half-pay, widows receiving 
government pensions, clerks in certain public offices, &c., 
in Ireland, have been subjected to it. There are at present 
no data for calculating how much has been squeezed out of 
the scanty means of these parties. But the amount cannot 
at any rate be less than what would balance any small 
remaining inequality between the Irish and British stamp 
duties — and so we are saved going into the minute details 
which these opposing credits would require. 

Land and assessed taxes produced £4,489,806. Some 
small items of excise are untaxed in Ireland, and on home- 
spirits the English duty is about double that in Ireland. 

Ireland's exemption, however, is greater in appearance 
than in reality ; as she imports certain quantities of these 
articles from Great Britain; and on several of them is 
charged by the exporter at least a portion of the duty, 
although on exportation he received back from the govern- 
ment the entire of the duty originally paid by him. There- 
fore the nett amounts for Great Britain, and not the gross 
receipts, are to be taken into account. These can be at 
once stated for the greater part of the articles, as all that is 
required is, to take them from the details of excise in the 
finance accounts. There is more difficulty about home- 
spirits — ^from the circumstances of some duty* being upon 
them in Ireland — although less in amount than the British. 
On this article, the British payments are £4,035,914; and 
the Irish, £1,005,858, leaving, of course, a great excess of 
British receipt. But all this excess is not veritable 
^^ exclusive*' taxation. 

Both the greater population and wealth of Great Britain 
ought, generally speaking, to be taken into account, in 

* In the calculation that follows, we take no account of the increase of the 
Irish spirit-duties in 1842, as that addition was taken off early last session, 
because, as the Chancellor, of the Excheauer confessed, it was unproductiye. 

Were it taken into account, it would, of course, be an advantage to us 
in this calculation. 
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comparisons between her and Ireland. Spirits, however, 
being an article, the consumption of which is little affected 
by a greater or lesser degree of wealth, a comparison be- 
tween the two countries in this respect will embrace only 
the proportion of their respective populations. So much 
then of the excess of British payments as may be fidrly 
referable to her greater amount of population, must first be 
deducted from her stated amount paid, before the latter is 
brought into contrast with the payments of Ireland. The 
proportion of population for Great Britain as compared 
with Ireland, is about three to one, but the blessed spread 
of tee-totalism in the latter country, raises it much in 
practical effect. Taking, however, this proportion, the 
payments of Great Britain on an equal amount of the 
spirit duties as Ireland, must be three millions; and there- 
fore what she pays exclusively under this head cannot 
exceed one million. 

Having now got all the figures for our calculation, we Exclusive 
proceed to set them Out in due order. Ey^Grea? 

Britain, 

Real exclusive Taxation of Great Britain^ y^ar^ 1842. 1842. 

Income tax, ... ... ... ... £6,000,000 

Land and assessed taxes, ... ... ... 4,489,806 

ExcisBy viz. 
Bricks, (nett payments,) ... £393,050 

Post-horse duty and licences, 179,456 

Soap, ... .•• 828,003 

Spirits, ... ... 1,000,000 

2,400,509 

Total, £12,890,315 



But we have seen that her exclusive liability was — 16,474,388 
Subtract exclusive taxation, ... ... 12,890,305 Wrongful 

__._^__ exemp- 

. tion of 

Kemam ... ... £3,584,083 herself. 

from the exclusive burthen of which she exonerates herself. 

Should errors be in this calculation, they will not be 
found against England. Her payments are considerably 
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over rather than uiu/^-stated ; and the calculation is, on 
the whole, quite sufficiently accurate for all practical pur- 
poses. 

To this sum of £3,584,083, it is most unjust to make 
Ireland contribute. It could only be just, were the con- 
solidation of 1816 a justifiable measure. We have seen 
that the contrary is the case ; and we shall presently prove, 
that in none of the consequences of the consolidation has 
been anything to palliate in the slightest degree, but much 
to aggravate the injustice of that measure to Ireland. This 
unfair liability is one of those consequences; and most 
grievous it has proved, and must ever prove. 

To find out its probable amount in money, we shall take 

Sir Eobert Peel's estimate of our ability, as given in his 

taxing-scheme in the session of 1842; £410,000 on stamps 

and spirits he considered an equivalent for the £3,770,000, 

British income tax. Without delaying now to consider the 

justice of the estimate, we take this proportion of one to 

nine, and thus find that we are defrauded this year of 

V^rongful £398,231. The very first step of financial justice should 

fr^om *lre- ^ ^^ relieve us of taxation, to that amount at least — ^to 

land. Bay nothing of the arrears due to us, for greater frauds of 

a similar nature in many preceding years. 

But in any "settlement of the account" between the two 
nations, these arrears must come into consideration. A 
brief statement of them can be given here. 

The only differences in the estimate for 1841, of any con- 
sequence, are, the omissions of the Income Tax and the 
Irish Stamp Additions — these imposts only dating from the 
following year. The income tax being £6,000,000, and 
the new Irish stamp duties having given about £170,000, 
it follows that a clear deduction from Great Britain's ac- 
count for 1842-3, must be made, to the amount of 
£5,800,000 in round numbers, which would shew her sepO" 
|L rate payments in 1841-2, short of her separate liabilities 

4 by £9,384,388. Of this sum of £9,384,388, Ireland was 



THE TAXATION INJUSTICE, 301 

This, according to Sir Robert Peel, being as one to nine, 
she was, in 1842, robbed of £1,040,437 1 

The aggregate amount in which she has been defrauded 
since, and in consequence of the Union, should here be 
shewn ; and accordingly we proceed to attempt it. First 
must be stated what Great Britain ought to have paid by 
her exdusive taxation ; and, secondly, how much she actu- 
ally did pay. 

We have seen that by the Act of Union, each country 
was, until the exchequers, &c. should be consolidated, to 
defray separately the charge of its own debt, contracted 
previously to the Union, or to use the readiest and briefest 
designation, its own aw^^-Union debt. Also to contribute 
separately, in certain relative proportions, to the common 
expenditure ; that is to say, the expenditure clear of the 
charges of the two debts above specified. 

The general provision as to future borrowings was, that 
all charges connected vrith them should form part of the 
common expenditure; but with an exception to the effect, 
that if one country proved better able to meet its propor- 
tion of contribution by annual taxation, than the other, the 
borrowings by both should necessarily continue separate 
charges on both, in the same way as their ante-Union bor- 
rowings were enacted to be. 

Under these arrangements Great Britain had to meet the 
following liabilities : — 

First : The charge of her own ante-Union debt. British 

Second : The charge of her debt separately contracted j^^n^^^* 
in the period between the Union and the consolidation, those 
This separate charge upon her was caused by the inevitable ^^*"' 
distinctness of the borrowings of the two countries, owing 
to the inability of Ireland to pay her rate of contribution 
by taxation. 

Third : The 15-1 7ths proportion fixed at the Union for 
British payments to the common expenditure. 

Fourth : And as the consolidation was an illegal mea* 
sure, she should, after 1816, have continued to pay under 
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the three preceding heads, up to the present time. A re- 
vision of the Union rates would, no doubt, have altered 
the proportions ; but, according to the ministerial confes- 
sions in 1816, (quoted before,) such alteration should have 
been in favour of Ireland, 
First from Before stating these liabilities in figures, it is to be pre- 
^h%*° inised that no cavil can possibly be made to the foregoing 
solida- enunciation of them, for, at any rate, the sixteen years 
^^^' between the Union and the consolidation. The Act of 
Union itself is the authority for them during those years, 
with the most pertinacious upholder of the legality and 
propriety of the Act of Consolidation. It may, therefore, 
prove more convenient in discussion, if we first consider 
the liabilities and payments of Great Britain, during the 
universally acknowledged period of the Union arrange^ 
ments, viz., from 1800 up to 1817 ; and afterwards take the 
period from 1817 to the present time. 

The total expenditure of the two countries 
from 1800, to 1817, will be found (from the 
annual finance accounts) to have amounted to 
the sum of ... ... ... ... £1,182,924,986 

The charges for the ante- Union debts of 
both countries were on 5th January, 1801,'*^ 

Great Britain, £17,700,000 

Ireland, 1,240,000 




Total, £18,940,000 
Which, multiplied by 16, 
amounted in the aggregate 
to £303,040,000 

Had Ireland been able to meet, by the pro- 
ceeds of her taxation, the exactions imposed 
upon her by the Union-rate of contribution, 

* The date, "5M January, 1801,** given above, is by no means that at 
which a rightful estimate of the ante-Union liabilities of Ireland is to be 
made, ^or such an estimate the 5th of January^ 1800, is, as Mr. O'Coii- 
nell has always upheld, the rightful period. During the course of the year 
1800, there were most unjust additions made to the Irish debt ; and on a 
settlement of the account, the sum of these additions should be struck off. 
We, however, allow them to stand in the present calculation, because our 
endeavour is, to prove our opponents wrong, even upon their own fihewiogf> 
and granting tbem several of their most unwarrantable assumptions. ' 
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^ Stun we haye just mentioned should be 
die only deduction from the sum of 16 years, 
total expenditure, in order to get the net sum 
of common expenditure. But clause 6 of 
article 7 of the Act of Union, provided for 
the contingency that actually occurred — 
namely, that owing to her inability to pay in 
annual taxes, she had to have recourse to 
loans, distinct from the loan-operations of 
Great Britain. Clause 6, provided that such 
loans should be separately defrayed. We 
must therefore deduct the whole amount of 
debt payments in the two countries, during the 
16 years in question, before we get at what 
really was the nett common expenditure. 
The finance class-accounts give us these 
whole payments for the 16 years, viz : ... 
which deducted from the total of all kinds of 
expenditure, given before, leaves, as what we 
shall eall nett common expenditure. 

Two-seventeenths of this will be found to 
be 92,824,000/., which was Ireland's Union- 
proportion, and the remainder will be Great 
Britain's, 15-l7ths, = 696,250,986/. It is 
not however mere separate liability, but eJt^ 
cess of liability, that we are to consider — 
and therefore a ^rther deduction equivalent 
to the amount of Ireland's separate liability 
must be made. The British excess will then 
be 13— 17ths, or .. ... ... 

To this we have to add the amount in the 
same number of years, of her excess on the 
whole amount of her debt-charge, over the 
Irish debt-charge*. The calculation would 
have been merely on that portion of the debt- 
charge which existed before the Union, had 
the subsequent debt been jointly contracted ; 
but, as before stated, that was prevented by 
the financial weakness of Ireland. By House 
of Commons' return, No. 35, of 1819, we 
find that the charges on British debt, funded 
and unfunded, am6imted, from 1801 to 1817, 
to the gross sum of £371,892,693, and Irish 
do. to 40,118,298/., being an excess of 

We thus have a total excess of British 
liabilities for those 16 years, amounting to 



.«• 



393,850,000 



789,074,986 



£603,426,986 



Amount 
of excess 
of British 
liabilities 
up to 

331,774,395 1817, r«.e. 
over 
-««- ^A, ««, Irish lia- 

£935,201,381 biUties), 
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Now what did Great Britaui actually /?ay f ,,We shall 
state it from an authority whioh vnll not be disputed by 
our opponents. They knov well that Mr, Bice, the x**^ 
sent Lord Monteagle, to whom we allude, is not one who 
would understate the case against the Kepealers, and that 
his official connexion with the treasury, at the time the 
Kepeal question first began to excite attention in parlia- 
ment, gave him considerable advantage in making out his 
statements. 

In the year 1834, he caused to be presented to the house 
several papers having relation to this subject, preparatory 
to the discussion on the Kepeal of the Union, which took 
place in that year. A considerable deal of suspicion exbts 
as to the accuracy and fairness of those papers ; and in more 
than one instance their inaccuracy at least, has been j3is- 
tinctly proved. . But, as we said before, we take them for 
'the present as accurate, and trust, even upon their shewing, 
to prove that Great Britain, so far from exceeding her 
. Union engagements, has considerably underpaid the proper 
and rightful amount of her separate liabilities. 

Sessional paper, No. 1 94 of 1 834, Is that from 
which we shall quote at present. Account, 
No. 21, pages 26 and 27 of that paper, gives 
the "gross receipt on all articles charged with 
excise duties in Great Britain, which were not 
subject to duty in Ireland in each jear since 
1 800." The gross amount up to, and inclu- 
sive of, 1816, will be found to be . . . . £108,400,000 

Account No. 22, gives the " difference 
between excise taxation in the two countries" 
during a similar period, by which we find that 
up to the assimilation of rates on malt In 
1815, Great Britain paid an excess of taxation, 

. i amounting to 29,250,000 

On spirits she paid, up to 1816, about . . 42,0W;000 

• On hides and skins, about • • • • • • 2,900,000 

On auctions, papi^x', vinegar, &c, about •• 1,60( 

Oof glass bottles, about •• •• ^ •• I,5u( 

Account No. 23, gives the gross i^ecelpt of 
^' revenue tinder management of ^mmissioaera 
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of taxes in Great Britain, 1801 to 1833, both 

inoIusiTe.'' This account includes all species 

of what are specially called ^* taxes*^ in finance 

accounts, such as assessed taxes, land tax, 

income and property do., &c. &c. ; and for 

sixteen years the amounts will be found to 

make 263,800,000/., and the Irish being 

(according to account No, 24) 49,230,000/. ; 

the latter sum deducted from the British, will 

give an excess of British payments of **taa;es" 

in sixteen years, .. •• .. .. 214,^70,000 

Now in his speech on Wednesday, April 23, 

1834, upon the "Repeal of the Union," Mr. 

Rice stated that the excess of customs' pay- 
ments by Great Britain, for the thirty years 

since the Union^ was 130,000,000/. and of 

stamp duties 106,000,000/., making a total of 

236,000,000/. for thirty-three years. The 

difterence of customs* duties was chiefly before 

1817> so up to that time we may take their 

product as ... .. 80,000,000 

Stamps, in the 16 years, 53,000,000 

Total exclusive payments by Great Britain Her ex- 

in the sixteen years from the Union to the — ^ ^j^gg ^f 

consoUdation ^533,220,000 P^y^}^*;^ 

— ditto. 

But we have seen that her exclusive liabili- 
ties for the same period were • • • . .. 935,201,381 

Deduct payments . . 533,220,000 

Therefore she failed in providing by annual 

^a^a^ton for the sum of .. .. •• £401,981,381 

And having created debt in the interval to 

no higher amount than 280,000,000 

she still left, as an unfair << common** charge £121,981,381 

Ireland was therefore unfairly made liable _. ^ . 

for 2-1 7ths of this amount, or . . . . f 14,350,744 y^iUties 

thrown on 
Ireland up 

Thus we have a new feature of the iniquity of the con- to 1817. 
solidation. The bankruptcy of Ireland, which was the 
pretext for it, was greatly aided and brought about by this 
high amount of most unjustifiable exaction. The argument 
cannot be mistaken, nor disputed. Had Great Britain dis- 
charged, by separate taxation, or borrowing, all that was 

X 



306 APPENDIX, NO. VI. 

separately due by her, these £121,000,000 would not have 
been thrown upon the common taxation. The latter then 
might have been lessened by their amount. Of that relief, 
Ireland's share would, of course, have been at least the 
£14,000,000 noted above; and so considerable a relief would 
have very materially lightened the ruinous pressure upon her 
resources, and enabled her to go on until the twenty years 
of the act of Union had elapsed, and the period of revision 
arrived in due course of law. 

Having now ascertained the state of affairs during the 
sixteen years that the Union proportions were indisputably 
in operation, we come to the period subseq^uent, and up to- 
the present time. 
Projrresa Qur calculations will here require that the acknowledged 
injustice, injustice of the Union rates on Ireland, and consequent 
necessity of an alteration in her favour, shall be, for the 
present, omitted from consideration ; and that we proceed^ 
to sum up the separate liabilities of Great Britain, from 
1816 to the present time, as they would have stood had the 
financial arraugements of the Act of Union continued 
actually, as most undoubtedly they did legally ^ (that i8> 
legally^ according to the wording of the Act of Union 
itself — ^the measure of consolidation having been passedy 
as we have seen, in direct neglect and violation of the 
Union terms,) in force and operation. 

This mode of considering the liabilities of Great Britaim ' 
is, of course, the most favourable for her, and the least just 
towards Ireland, inasmuch as the latter was and is entitled 
to a revision of the Union rates in her favour, and to credit 
for what they have caused to be exacted and drained from 
her, over and above what her rightful contribution should 
have been. ..i 

We take matters in this way, because anxious to sbeivr 
that even giving our opponents the benefit of some of their" 
main and most utterly ungrounded assertions and assump- 
tions, Great Britain can be proved to have paid much IcSte 
than she ought, in the way of separate taxation, instead of ' 
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'• f •' 



having so enonnonsly overpaid, aa Mr. Rice laboured to 
demonstrate in the debate of 1834. 

There having been a decrease of the amount of the 
united debt charges of both countries, since the consolida- 
tion up to the present time, we will give Great Britain the 
further advantage of supposing, for the present, that that 
decrease was altogether on her side of the account.* Its 
amount being nearly two millions, we subtract that from 
the sum of funded and unfunded British debt-charge as set 
down for the year 1816, ending 5th January, 1817, in 
the return we have already quoted (No. 35 of 1819). 
This brings the annual debt^charge of Britain down to 
£26,238,000 ; which, in twenty-six years up to the present 
time, would have amounted to £734,188,000. But as it 
is the excess of British liabilities, as well as of British 
payments, that we are seeking to give her credit for, we 
liiust subtract the Irish debt-charge during the twenty-six 
years. 

Taking its annual amount at the statement 
for 1816, in the return quoted, we find it to 
haye been in twenty-six years, £106,717,000 ; 
which would leave a British excess of debt- 
liahilities amounting to, . . . . • . £627,471,000 

The ** COMMON " expenditure during those 
years amounted to £621,670,519, of which 
£73,107,708 being 2.l7ths, and £548,522,81 1 
being 15-1 7ths, the British excess (13-l7ths) 
was 475,395,103 



Total £1,102,866,103 
To .which add Great Britain's liabilities 
from 1801 to 1817, as given before . • . . 935,201,381 



Total exclusive British liabilities, 42 years, £2,038,067,484 

^ H«f payments (f. e. exclusive payments,) 
Qurifig^, that period, were as follows : — 

■ ■ ' ■ ■ 

* ^l^ougb this, a^ similar suppositions^ for the sake of argument, will,, 
we are well aware, be taken as admissions by our opponents, yet we make 
theait in order to avoid protracted discussion on comparatively unimportant 
points, bcintr at the same time perfectly ready to contest them afterwards. 

x2 



308 APPENDIX, NO. VI. 

According to Lord Mont- 
eagle, in 1834, they had 
amounted, up to that year, 
to ^1,096,463,472 

We have seen that in the 
years 184] and 1842 they 
amounted to the gross sum 
of .• .. .• .. 23,311,176 

We want then only their 
amount in the seven years, 
from 1834 (inclusive) to 
1840, to complete the state- 
ment. An examination of 
the returns hearing on this 
suhject (the laitest of them is 
No. 279j of 1842) will most 
abundantly justify our say- 
ing, that on the whole, (with- 
out going into minute and 
intricate detail,) the British 
exclusive payments, during 
those seven years, were less, 
than in 1 84 1 . But for argu- 
ment's sake, taking them at 
8 millions, we have to add 
the gross sum of • . . . 56,000,000 

making a total of British ............. 

payments, by taxation, of . . £1,175,774,648 

Taking the highest possi- 
ble amount of the creation 
of debt by Great Britain, 
we have a further sum of» 
say 290,000,000 



J 



% 



Total of Total exclusive payment by her in 42 years £1,465,774,648 
the defi- . 

bS ^^ ^^^^ ^®^ ®^^^ ^^ ^®^ Uabilities in the sum of £572,292,836 

exclusive 

l^yments This sum has therefore fallen upon the common oontri- 
Union butions ; and the result to Ireland has been, that she has 
and of had to pay to a standard of taxation, aggravated by the 
fair liabi. ^.bove amount. Had the Union terms, bad as they were, 
hty m \)QQj\, fidthfully observed, no part of the above would havp 
quence. been defrayed out of taxes bearing equally on Ireland as cm. 
Great Britain ; and therefore the commen taxation isould 



THE TAXATION INJUSTICE. 309 

liave been reduced so much. Ireland's share of this relief 
would have been 2-l7ths, or £67,328,564;* and to this 
extent (aggrayated, of course, by the sums that must be 
due as interest and compound interest) she has been de- 
frauded by Great Britain. 

And this upon the most &yourable statement of the 
case for the latter country, and grossly unfavourable state- 
ment for Ireland ! 

It is nothing to say in answer to this, that Ireland failed 
in supplying her pecuniary quota under the Union arrange- 
ments. In the first place, they were confessed to have 
been too high ; and consequently the quota for Cheat Bri- 
tain must have been too low. And had Ireland not been 
overstrained in her resources, by what we have seen to have 
been a most unduly extended scale of taxation, she might 
have discharged all just obligations. But the fact is, that 
whatever may have been her de&ultings previous to 1817, 
she has since the consolidation, which came into force in 
that year, been compelled to pay, on an average, what was 
at the least equivalent to the confessedly unjust Union 
rate of 2-l7ths of conunon expenditure ; and her having 
paid that proportion, is a decisive proof of the inefficaoy/or 
good of the measure of consolidation : for it professed to 
relieve her from that unjust rate — whereas, in reality, she 
had afterwards to pay it, as we shall see — and did so pay 
it, not in consequence of greater financial ability^ but from 
the accidental circumstance, that the imperial expenditure 
became reduced so considerably, as that the post-lSlQ 
exactions fr*om Ireland amounted to the proportion of 
2-I7ths of its sum. 

'Having now,. we trust, completely demolished all argu- 

* The sixty-seven millions of relief of taxation of which we have shewn 
Ireland to have been defrauded, up to the present time, under the Union 
•nmigements, must of course be increased in amount by a third, or more, 
.if we oonsider the interest and compound interest annually accruing. Thus, 
imtkis Miiare alone, we can, if we choose to insist on it, when the two 
eountiies come to draw stakes, reduce the pretended 112 millions of debt 
of Ireland in 1816-17 to 30 millions : and even then it would be a question 
whether we were doing justice to ourselves. 
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Details of ment £ix>in the separate taxation of Great Britain-^an 

tical in- argument on whioh Mr. Bioe, in 1834, and all hi^ imitators 

ijj^*^^®^^^ and followers since, put great reliance — ^we proceed'.! to 

solidation shew, in as accurate detail as possible, the ^ practical wcnrldiig 

*^** of the consolidation act. ■ : . j 

We have, by the caloulationfi just concluded, eBtabUflhed 

the fact of Ireland's having been made to bear the burdon 

of part of Grreat Britain's debt. There remains to jbe 

established the fact of her undue contributions to the 

expenditure^ clear of the charge of the two debts. 

Prelimi- Before laying this branch of our subject open, it is 

nary re- necessarv to explain the snrounds on which we shall daim 

marks on "^ . • i i 

Irish un- an amount additional on the annual stated, reyenues* x)f 
texation. Iceland, imder the title of uncredited taxation. 

Ireland has for many years received a large propdHrtion 
of her consumption of foreign articles through . English 
ports^ instead of directly into her own ports.. Th^e cop- 
sequence has of course been, that the amount of dttty being 
paid in England, is credited to the British re venuey. while 
it isy in fact, an Irifih contribution to the state .taxes... To 
enter into minute detail on this point vTOuld be of small 
advantage, if even possible, through the mass of difficfdty 
in the way, occasioned mainly by the shifting regulations 
that ha^e affected those articles. . . , ^ . 

A return was moved for last session of poriieunent,^ (Acbt. 
No. 6, of Paper No. 305, of 1842,) that was expected to 
bring out something like accurate data for the computation 
of this imcredited revenue of Ireland; but the foUowibg 
note prefixed to it by the officer in whose departnaent 
it was prepared, will shew how impossible it is> to nxiske 
even what might be considered a distant approach ioilrards 
accuracy: : ». 

The deficiencies in this stdtement are 'asei^ibab!e-i--^!f'^; 'to 
the imperfect proTision in Ireland for separate regtsteftdoiiJbf 
foreign imports through Great Britain; a cause thef ^peo^^a 
of which affects the whole period prior to 1819 ; and, ^eoondij» 
to the absolute want of any record of. the trade of the ^w6 coun- 
tries since 1825. '*■■'"' »■] 
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Under these drcumstances, it would be but Waste of time 
to attempt to particularize. We shall therefore seek to gire 
the reader no more tJian a general idea on this subject, and 
xefer him chiefly to adverse authorities. The late Lord 
Congleton, well known to be an anti^repealer, and one 
who, in his work on financial reform, laboured hard to cut 
the ground from under the repealers, was obliged to admit 
that the amount uncredited to Ireland of her contributions 
to the general taxes, was at least an annual £300,000. 
He made, however, a gross error in this calcula;6ion ; as at 
the time he wrote the foregoing, Irish tea duties,: to the 
amount of between £400,000 'and £500,000 were paid in ' ' 
British ports, and ought therefore to have been added to the , 
sumhe mentioned; makingit£700,000 instead of£300,000. 
There was, further, the benefit to the British exchequer 
from the expenditure of the absentee rents«--an amount that 
can only be guessed at. The absentee drain is computed 
variously, by varioiis authorities ; all, however, concmnriag 
isk shewing a ruinous increase of the drain since the Uniooi. 
The committee ^'on the circulating papery- specie^ current 
coin of Ireland, and exchanges between her aad Great 
Britain," which sat in 1804, (r^ort reprinted 1810, and 
numbered 18 of that year) estimated it at £2,000,000^ Mr. 
Alderman Hayes, in his excellent speech At the repeal 
discussion of the Cork corporation, April, 1843, remarked : 
^^In 1825, the absentee drain, according to the Edinbu)?gh 
Eeview, was £3,600,000. In 1827^ Lord Cloncurry put it 
down at £4,000,000; and m 1828, Mr. Nicholas Philpot 
Leader, a very accurate statist, estimated it at the same ; 
a later authority estimates it at £4,650,000 annually.'^ • 
'Taking these figures, which are corroborated by other 
authorities, there must have been, when Lord Congleton 
wrote, over four millions going away annually to absentees. 
Of tdufl.sum 5^ths,^ at least, were spent in Great Britson ; 
and taking the per-centage of benefit to the exchequer of 
the latter coimtry on that expenditure, even so low as four 
per cent, we have £130,000 to add to Lord Congleton's 
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e(^imate of uncredited taxation ; malrifig the latter (taking- 
tbe tea duties also,) £850,000 — ^to whidii add an ayesnig^ 
Bum of about £65,000 quit and orown rents; .(see paper 
No. 222 of 1842,) maldng in all 915,000 annuaUy; fixr 
which Ireland got no more credit than did the island of 
Japan. Nay, as we have before remarked, these yery 
payments went to increase the apparently enormous dia* 
parity between the reyenue of Great Britain and her own y 
and thereby to subject her to an insulting and unjust eom-: 
parison; to i^ pitiless increase of taxation, whensoeyer it 
might please Great Britain to put it on ; and finally, to a' 
denial of a &ir share of the ronission of taxes. 

We do not mean to say that this was theayenige fmoMif 
of her uncredited payments since 1817^ Qur ease womM 
be injured by exaggeration. When tea was allowed to .pay 
duty in Irish ports, the £400,000 or £500,000 upon i« 
ceased to be an uncredited payment, and went Greedy to 
swell tiie Irish reyenue. But we contend that Lord Cob^* 
Gmioral gl^ton imderstated the amount, exclusive of the tea-dutiesw 
cjtimateB ^ writer who wrote in his spirit, viz. — ^that of endeayomv 
uncredi- ing to show that Ireland had rather been treated withindul-. 
Uon*""" gence than with injustice in financial matters, — Mr. Williacm 
Stanley, in his Facts for Ireland^ — « work composed di- 
rectly to win a prize, promised some years ago by Lord 
Cloncurry, to any person who should make out the best 
case against the assertions of the advocates of Bapeal, found 
himself compelled to admit, that this imcredited taxation of 
Ireland was £340,000 annually — thus exceeding the esti- 
mate of Lord Congleton by about one-eighth. And he, 
like the nobleman just named, omitted the tea-tax, then 
paid in British ports, the per-centage of benefit on lU^sentee 
expenditure, and the quit and crown rents. 

But the reader can, to some extent, form a judgment 
for himself, of the uncredited taxation under the head of 
customs' duties alone, by simply turning to the finance 
accounts of the year, and compaiing the details of receipts 
on customs, in Great Britain and Ireland respectively. 
He will there see, on articles of common consumption in 
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Im3f wimtrfes, the Irish duties' receipt bo low sometimes 
vai:£20^r'^\0y and even 30^., while British receipts omoimt 
tio ittKny thousands. If the small Irish receipts really 
i^fAreeented Irish consumption, then would there be a most 
tthunphant argument against taxing Ireland equally with 
Gbpeat BriMin, or in a rate at all approaching to eqimlity. 
Bui the &ot is, they do not really represent it ; but the 
sci0|Atis consumed in Ireland, over what they represent, is 
ittfiOTted &om England, and duty paid on it there, to the 
bonefit of the English exchequer, and the detriment of the 
Iftdt..^- -■ 

Sugar, as Well as tea, has sometimes been dhsicgeA in the 
iriA 4iidie4ul6 of Cu9t6fof^' -receipts, and sometimes in the 
j&itilih. At this moment a portion of payments ttpdn its - 
Lfidi consmnption is made in Great Britain; as we import 
from thence all the refined sugar that we consume, and 
some; of the raw sugar. Taking all these various matters 
into consideration, we do not fear that the slightest charge 
of exaggeration at least can be made against us, if we as« 
some the uncredited taxation of Ireland to have amounted 
to an average sum of £400,000. 

Having now cleared away the necessary preliminary 
mattei*, we proceed to show what Ireland has paid since 1816 
tip to^ and including, 1>843 ; — 
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Average British 
Income, 26 yrs. 


Average Irish 
Income, do. 


United 
Expenditure. 


Charge of 
United Debts. 


£ 
49,942,791 


£ 
4,516,019 


£ 
53,276,315 


£ 
29,365,911 



From the British income, £400,000 uncredited payments 
by Ireland are to be deducted, and to be added to the Irish 
income. The account will then stand thus: — 

Average, for 26 years, up to 1843, of 



British Income. 


Irish Income. 


United 
Expenditure, 


Do. Charge of 
Debt. 


£ 
49,542,791 


£ 
4,916,019 


£ 
53,276,315 


£ 

29,365,911 
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Frwyf of Now, if the boaBt of the defenders of Eogluid'ff poGcjr, 
u^thm ^ho assert that she, at the coiidcdidatkm of the exx^equert, 
from Ire. jj^ ^^^|,q jij^ ^gj^^ ^^ ]i^ fihooMefB the unjust iB^reaae of 

■and fince '^ 

the COD. the Irish d^t, be allowed, it wiH fidlo^ that Iielairi wimt 
[^ have had emly her Umon-amoimt of debt to |»ovide tctt 
ever since, viz^ — an annual charge of £1,240,000.* Hiife, 
subtracted from her average of income, will be fennd to 
leave a surplus of the latter to the amount of 3,776,000^ 
which has gone to Ikighmd as the Irish contribution totiie 
common expenditure. The amount of that connnon expei^ 
diture can be found bv subtracting the average uniterl 
chaise of debts from the average united total expenditure, 
and to the sum so found, viz. 23^910,404/., the Irish OHi- 
tribution does not, indeed, bear the condemned proportion 
of two-seventeenths ; but it does bear the &r higher and 
more grievous proportion of nearly two-twelfths. Thus, in 
this first case, Ireland has had no real relief; as, although 
no longer called upon to pay to an amount of debt cou- 
iessed to be unjust, her rate of contribution in other ways 
has been increased and forced up to the very uttermost 
point that it could possibly be raised to. We take the 
second case now, viz., that of an arrangement and appor- 
tiomnent between the two countries of the increase of the 
Irish debt. It is here necessary to compare the increase 
in both countries, taking their debts, as we said before, to 
be most convenientiy represented by the aaimal charge in 
each case. 

The annual charge on the British debt in 1801, was 
£17,718,851. And on 5th January, 1817, when the 
consolidation took place, it was £28,258^416, which -was 
an increase of 59 per cent. 

The annual charge on the Irish debt in :180.l,.'Was 
£1,244,463. And at the consolidation it was £4,104,514, 
being 228 per cent, increase. < < : 

* Here again the reader will perceive we are taldn? the unfair sMembfiis 
of 1801, flixr the amounts reepeotively of British and Irifih dehi, insteadof 
the fairer statements of the beginning of the year 1800. But our endeavour 
is, to beat our opponents on their own grounds. ' ' ' > ' 
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. y ^his disproportionate increase was on all hands confessed 

to have been caused by the unfair rate of contribution im- 

iposed on Ireland by the Union, and therefore was an unfair 

. ifW^rease. Had her debt increased only in the same ratio 

«a tlmt of Great Britain, the debt-charge would not have 

bcien more than £ 1 ,9 7 8,659, leaving an excess of £2, 1 25, 855, 

.swliioh Is the amount of the totally unjustifiable increase of 

Jmh debt. If, instead of consolidation in 1817, the Union- 

ifites had been continued, and the above unjust increase of 

.1^6 Irish debt had been put on the two countries in the 

^proportion of those rates, the result would have been as 

.f<^QWS :— 

Debt-charge, Ireland, at Union, was . . £1,244,463 

Aldded 67 per cent, increase up to 1817, • . 734,196 
iiPurther additions 2-^1 7ths of the unfair excess 

.. o£ increase, .. .. .. •• 250,100 



Total debt-charge, Ireland, . . £2,228,759 



Bat the iiiq>erial debt- charge in 1817, was • • £31,680,000 
Ajoud is now no more than • • . • • • 29,450,144 



■JLl 



I : 



Therefore there has been a reduction of £2,229,856 



..Of Whii^ Ireland ought to have 2-l7ths to 

,.^;b^ credit ; viz. £262,336 : which sum sub- 
tracted from her charge as stated just now, 

' reduiies the latter to . . . . . . £1,966,923 

To which 2-l7ths of the common expenditure, 
(viz. £23,910,404,) 2,812,988 

Tptal average expenditure of Ireland, 26 years, £4,779,911 

:j wThis -snm, subtracted irom her income before stated, viz. 
5,016,019^*9 leaves as surplus of the latter, 236,108/. 

' "Now," the surplus of the united income of the two coun- 
faaefl,* on an average of 26 years to the present time, over 
the average for the same period, of united expenditure, 
was £1,282,485 ; therefore the surplus just stated in the 
case of Ireland, has borne the high proportion to that of 
Great Britain, of one to four I 
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Unlimited We trust we have shewn what we proposed to do in this 
exaction branch of our subject ; and demonstrated beyond the power 
from Ire- of cavil, that in whatever light we view the financial 
conse- arrangements at the consolidation, their result has not been 
quence of ^ diminish the measure of the exactions from Ireland* 

that mea- 
sure. The power that act gave, of drawing indiscriminate coiir- 

tributions from Ireland, has caused every shilling of her 

revenues, after payment of her debt-charge, and the ex* 

tremely reduced local expenditure of Government, to be 

drawn away to England. And the same power would 

equally cause the abstraction from Ireland of every farthing 

of additional revenue that could at any time accrue ; lie* 

land being, by the consolidation, pledged in all her r^ 

sources, present and future, and mortgaged in every acre, 

for the enormous amount of the English national debt. 

Until the latter be paid off, not one penny can Ireland 

(under the present imperial arrangements) expend upon 

purposes of her own ; no matter though her revenues were 

to become tenfold, or twentyfold more fruitful than they 

are at present. 

WTiy she W® bave before remarked, that the payment by Ireland, 

has not gincc 1816, of at least 2-17ths of the common expenditure, 

sunk un- . /. *v,ii 

der those and we may add here, even the payment ot 2-12th8, as m 
exactions, ^.j^^ £j.g^ ^^^^ jj^ |.]jg calculation just concluded was shewn, 

will furnish no argument against us, drawn from any sup- 
posed increase of her liability. As we said before, we 
repeat, that her being able to pay such high proportions 
was the simple consequence of the immense reduction of 
expenditure since the war. We have alluded to this 
reduction before ; and therefore need now only add, that 
the calculations which were put forward at the time of the 
consolidation, to show the inability of Ireland, were made 
upon an expenditure which, though somewhat reduced 
from that of preceding years, was still (according to thb 
finance accounts just then presented, for the year in whi(^ 
that measure passed, viz. the year 1816) 122,604,986/.;. an 
amount that in the succeeding year wa« found to have 
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fidlen nearly twenty-eight millions ; and the year after to 
have further fallen twentynsix millions. And even the 
^caggerated expenditure of the year 1842, has been no 
lugfaer than fifty-five millions — ^thus shewing a total reduc- 
tion of expenditure since the year 1815, of no less than 
sixty-six millions. 

Had the proposers of the consolidation been really dis- Further 
posed to act fairly towards Ireland, they ought, at the o^her ^ 
least, to have given her one year's trial under the system ^«dr treat 
of extensive reduction of expenditure. But the plain fact 
mi truth would seem to be, that they were afiraid to give 
&eland any opportunity of escaping the tremendous liabili- 
ties with which they were about to saddle her. And this 
feeling and motive of theirs, were rendered the more active 
just then, as the united clamour of the people of England 
and Scotland compelled ministers to give up in that year 
the property tax, which Mr. Rice (Lord Monteagle) him- 
self estimated to have been a relief of 14,617,823/., and the 
malt war-duties, which from his returns would appear to 
have been a further relief of about 2,400,000Z. — ^making 
altogether seventeen millions, which were taken off the 
people of Great Britain in the year 1816 ! An additional 
reason was thus supplied to get, by one means or the other, 
the security of the resources of Ireland to the public creditor 
of Grreat Britain ; and the consequence to the former coun- 
try has been, as we have before remarked, that no matter 
though her revenues were to become ten-fold or twenty- 
fold more fruitful than they are at present, not one tax can 
she take off or reduce, by means of a surplus, in any year : 
all such surplus must go to England, there to be applied 
to the payment of the enormous, and for the greater part, 
rightfully exclusive^ liabilities' of the latter. 

The reader is now again referred back to the petition, at 
the commencement of this article ; when he will find that 
paragraph 6 has been proved. 

Paragraph 7, as to the non-compensation of Ireland, by 
means of remission of taxation, is the next point in issue. 
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The details will be found in parliamentary paper S05 of 
1842, (continuing former returns,) and the totals in paper 
No. 573 of 1843, as follows :— 

Relief of Taxation from \%\6 to 1843. 

Great Britain, . . . • £45,550,000 

Dispro- Ireland, .. .. 2,400,000 

portion- 

ate relief 

of taza- Excess of British relief, • • £43,150,000 

tion. 

Taxes imposed from 1815 to 1843. 

Great Britain, .. .. £10,620,000 . 

Ireland, .. .. 1,060,000* . 

Taxes from 1800 to 1815. 

Great Britain, . . . . £80,000,000 

Ireland, • . . . 4,450,000 

Total Taxes imposed from the Union to 1 843. 

Great Britain, . . . . £37,000,000 \ 

Ireland, .. •. 5,56*0,000 



i-.i- 



Thus the relief giyen to Ireland "was to that of Gfeat* 
Britain as one to eighteen ; while her share of the tax^- 
imposed has been higher than as one to seven I • '• ^ 

The exemption of Ireland from assessed taxe& has b^eA 
much spoken of ; but the fact is, that these taxes wettat- 
taken off her, solely because they were failing of prodxH^u*' 
tion. The last receipt on them was under 300,000/L ; loid^' 
notices to discontinue objects of this taxation were yeafljr 
increasing. From 1816 to 1820 these notices were (by* •- 
parliamentary papers 258 of 1816, and 142 of 1819) to-' 
follows: — •". 

Carriages. Horses. Servants. Hearths & Windows. Dogs. Pa6ks of Hoirocls. 

5,584 4,031 1,806 66,440 2,038 4 

and from the paper before referred to, viz.. No. 305 of 184^ 
we find that Great Britain relieved herself imder tlus head 
to a much greater amount, \iz. : — 

* The abandoned spirit-duty is, of course, deducted from (he ]815t-4d' . 
amount of Irish taxes imposed. 
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Assessed taxes, Ireland, reduced 1818, «•• «£i240,090 

Do. do. repealed 1816 to 1823, 296»000 



^tmm^mm^tm* 



Total relief under these heade to Ireland, £536,090 



11'* . * 



Assessed taxes, Great Britain, reduction0 since 

1816, ... .. .- .o £2,584,514 

Total repeals of various kinds since 1823, ••. 2,594,688 

Total relief to Great Britain *.. £5,179^202 

Keferring once more to die taxation petition of the Re- Reference 
peal Association, it will be seen that we have now substan- Jg^" ^^^ 
dttted all the statements in it, respecting which theie is any tion hm 
eonsidersible amount of controversy. On the subject of the ^^^ ^" 
drains from Ireland there is less dispute; that is, with 
r^ard to tiieir existence — the latter b^g acknowledged 
by all ; while their operation for evil to Ireland ia» strange 
to say, denied by some. 

Mr. Alderman Hayes, (of Cork,) before quoted, has 
lEftated the absentee drsdn at £4,650,000 per annum. No 
previous ,or subsequent estimate, whether by repealer or 
aatib-repealer, places it lower than, At the least, four 
iBiUions. 

The ^^ revenue drain" varies in amount fhim year ^ -a, 
;fear, with occasional great disparity. The greater or less, drain. 
eonsiunption, in one year, as omupared with another, of 
foreign goods imported into Ireland through England, 
affects that portion of our revenue drain, which we have 
denonunated " uncredited revenue" — u e. duty paid on the 
g()od6 in question by the Irish importers-^joazW in England 
and credited to the British exchequer; whereas, being 
BKmey ccHning from Ireland, and paid out of Irish pockets, 
it ought to be credited to her account of state contribu- 
tions. This uncredited revenue we have elsewhere aver- 
aged at a low estimate of £4,00,000 per annum. 

A varying, but always a large proportion is drained 
away to England. We give an average calculation for 
the last three years : — 
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The income of Ireland, as credited in 
the public accounts^ averaged in 
those years about ... ... ... £4,160,000 

Her expenditure, as paid out of the 
exchequer^ and including the 
charge for so much of the united 
debt as is held in Ireland, (see 
sessional papers, 305, of 1842, 
and 74 of the present session,) 
was, on the same average^ £3,183,163 

The charges of collection and other 
charges out of the income in pro- 
gress to the exchequer, were, ... 570,000 

Making together, ... ... ... 3,753, 1 63 



Remain what was sent to England, viz., £406»837 

This amount, of course, does not include the uncredited 
taxation^ estimated by no one as less than the same 
amount, and by some as more than double. Taking the 
lowest estimate, Ireland must have lost, in the last ihree 
years, more than £1,200,000 out of her revenue, and Eng- 
land got the benefit of it, in addition to the other Irish 
out-goings that are to her advantage. The only remaining 
item of " drain'' is the money Ireland pays for such manu^ 
factures imported, as her poverty has caused her to cease 
supplying herself with. This cannot but be more than 
two millions ef money, at the very least ; and, therefore^ 
the total annual drain from Ireland can in no case be taken 
at less than seven millions.* 

The severity of the revenue drain alone is shown beyond 
contradiction by another return in the paper 305 of 1842, 
so often quot/cd : — ' 

Remittances of public money to and from the Irish and 
British exchequers, from 1800 up to 1842. 

From the Irish to the British exchequer, £25,995*453 

From the British to the Irish exchequer, 7,495,862 



I 



Excess of Irish remittances, £18,499,591 

* It will be observed here, as in other parts of this article, that we are 
scrupulous in understating, rather than fully stating our case. 
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We shall be caught up here with the remark, that Ire- 
land is bound to contribute to the general^ imperial^ expen- 
diture, as well as to defray the expenses of her local 
government. This we never meant to deny, nor even to 
omit acknowledging. 

But the question is, what rightfully should the propor- 
tion be, of her general contribution? Is it that which 
exists, or should it be greater or less ? 

We have shewn, in treating of the evil consequences of 
the consolidation act, that the existing rate of Ireland's 
contribution is limited only by the measure of her ability. 
Land and assessed taxes, and the differential excise duties* 
would exist in Ireland were she able to bear them. The 
land tax it was never pretended could be put upon her. 
The assessed taxes had to be taken off, by reason of their 
unproductiveness. The excise duties have not been tho- 
roughly equalized, from the example of the failure of the 
results of equalization in other cases. The income tax 
Ireland was exempted from by Sir Robert Peel, with the 
distinct and Aill confession, that such was the fiscal weak-^ 
ness' of Ireland, that the income tax, if imposed upon her, 
would not pag the costs of collection. And that weakness 
he has since borne further, and most unwillingly, witness 
to, by abandoning, as a failure, the additional spirit duty, 
by which in 1842, he sought to screw some trifling increase 
of contribution out of her poverty. 

The proportion of her fiscal ability to that of Great 
Britain, can be easily shewn, by comparing the respective 
payments of both, under the chief heads of revenue re- 
ceipt. For this purpose we take the heads of customs, 
Stamps, post-office, and excise, omitting so much of the 
latter item as is paid exclusively by England, viz. — 
£2,400,000 in round numbers. 
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Revenue Receipts^ Year 1842, ended 5th January, 1843.* 



GBEAT BRITAIW. 



Customsy 

StftmpSy 

Post-office, 

Exotsoy 



£20,271,314 

6,836,913 

1,478,051 

10,700,000 



£39,286,278 



JKELAVD, 



Credited, £2,221,404 

... 531,035 

132,430 

... 1,300,000 



£4,463,369 



This ^ves oiir ability about as one to nine, when com- 
pared to that of Great Britain. 

The manner in which the English Chancellor of the 
Exchequer disposes of our Revenue, is a subject of curious 
remark. 



Expenditure of the United Kingdom, year ended 6th 

January^ 1843. 



^^^h^m^^^mm^^^^^im^^^^ 



I ■< ^> I 



GBfiAT BRITAIN. 



CiTll list, anmiities, pensions, 
salaries, allowances, diplo- 1 
matic salaries and pensions, 
courts of justice, and mis-: 
cellaneous charges on the 
consolidated fund, 

xVrmv, ••• ••• .•• 

Ordnance, ..« 

Miscellaneous, or annual 1 
grants, ... ... ... ^ 



£1,741,557 



5,050,421 
2,077,623 

2,561,264 



£11,430,865 



IRBLANn. 



£586,909 



937,500 
97,050 

398,502 



£2,01^961 



• The Finance Accounts for 1843 (year ended 5th Januar}', 1844} not 
beinff yet out, we are constrained to use those of last year ; but we confi- 
dently say that the general results will be found the same. 
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This makes our proportion of payments (so far) to 
liiose of Great Britumt, higher than as one to six. 
■: It will here be said that there are four important items 
of expenditure, in the finance accounts of the year we are 
quoting, viz, that ending the 5th January, 1843, which do 
Bot iqypear in the account of Irish expenditure for that 
year, from which we quote — \iz., Paper, No. 74, of the 
imeent session. Those items were — 

JNavy ... ... ... ... £6,640,163 

Canada Insurrection ... ... . 253,344 

China Expedition ... ... 830^008 

China and India (army, navy, and ord- 
nance seryices) ... ... 272,921 



£7,996,436 



But the £800,000 (even of our under-estimate) of re- 
venue, the benefit of which we have said that Ireland loses, 
may be put down as a set-off on our side of the account. 
Adding then, the £7,996,436 to the British account befi)re 
stated, and the £800,000 on the Irish side, we have, re- 
spectively, 

For Great Britain, Ireland, 

£19,397,301 £2,820,000 

This shews our proportion of payments, on the aggregate 
ofitctive expenditure, to be to the British, at any rate con- 
idderably higher than as one to seven. 

There is an apparent anomaly in stating Ireland's pay- 
ments to the active expenditure as one to seven, while we 
have shewn her ability so low as one to nine. This how- 
ever is simply because the amount of active expenditure of 
the empire is not one^half of the entire. The other de- 
scription of expenditure is that required by the ** dead 
weighty' that is, by the debt and debt-charges of the two 
countries. When there is a surplus of the imperial reve- 
nue over the amount of active expenditure and debt^ 
dmrges, a disbursement takes place on account of the debt 



i 



324 APPENDIX, NO. VI. 

itse]fy for the reduction of the principal of it. But ordina- 
rily, there is no such surplus, and accordingly, the ^^ dead 
weight" expenditure is solely for the defraying of the ir^ 
terest and charges on the debts of both countries. 

This was the case in 1842. The interest and charges 
of the united debts of the two countries (ftinded smd 
unfunded) were, in that year, £29,428,120. Of this, 
£1,192,735 were charged on the revenues of Ireland, and 
£28,235,385 upon those of Great Britain. 

We have before shewn that Ireland is made really re- 
sponsible, to the full as much as England and Scotland, fi)r 
the debt of the two latter, as well as for her own. The 
specification, therefore, of the small portion of the united 
debt-charge, which we have stated as apparently the sol^ 
liability in this respect to which she is subject, is really no 
more than the specification of the interest and charges on 
that portion of the united debts which is held by parties in 
Ireland. Convenience suggested, and has maintained, the 
practice of having disbursements on account of such pox^ 
tion, made on the spot in Ireland, out of the Irish revenue, 
ere any part of it goes over to the imperial exchequer. 

This general liability of Ireland enables the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to exercise a complete command over 
Irish monies to the very last shilling, and very last penny. 
Convenience guides him in the disposition of it. As it 
does so, with regard to the defhiying debt-charge payable 
in Ireland, so does it with regard to the meeting the ex- 
penses of an active nature in that country. That is to 
say, all such expenses, when accidentally exaggerated, (as 
in the case of military expenses last year,) as well as when 
reduced, are defirayed with Irish monies, before any part 
of them goes over to the imperial exchequer. 

The consequence of this is, as we have seen, that the 
payments of Ireland, imder the important items of active 
expenditure we have given, are so high as one to seven. 
This, notwithstanding that her fiscal ability is only as one 
to nine^ (as tested by the four most important heads of re- 
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ytsxae in both countrieB,) she is enabled to pay, from the 
cncomstance that when she is subjected to the over-propor- 
tion in these regards, no money of hers is applied to the 
British debt-charge. 

Of course, in those years when the "active** expenditure 
in Ireland fidls to its due proportion to that in Great Bri- 
tain, Irish money is applied to British debt-charge. This 
application of it is one of the worst grievances of the act 
that consolidated the two exchequers, debts, &c., in 1816. 

We have before proved the consolidation act illegal, and 
that therefore Ireland should not be called upon to pay 
one shilling towards British debt. As to her payments 
towards the active expenditure, we have seen that they were 
beyond her due proportion, as tested by her fiscal ability. 
In 1842 she paid too much by the difference between one- 
seventh and one-ninth of the British active payments. 
Grreat Britain, on the contrary, paid too little. Her active 
payments ought to have been so high, as that the sum we 
have set down for them in the table of expenditure already 
given, should have been nine times as great as that we have 
set down for Ireland. This would have brought matters 
to a proper equality. If this made the sum total of pay- 
ments exceed the real wants of the empire, taxation should 
be reduced equally. But whatever might be done as to 
that, the excess of British debt-charge should no longer be 
allowed in any way, directly or indirectly, to inflame the 
liabilities of Ireland. Neither should one penny of Irish 
money go to England. 

English revenue is not spent here; why then should 
Irish revenue be spent in England ? 

We are not denying that there might be imperial 
purposes out of Ireland^ to which the latter ought to 
contribute. But those purposes are not English or Scotch, 
they are what their name indicates — ^belonging to the 
empire — such as expenses in foreign wars, and upon the 
dblonies and dependencies in time of peace. With regard 
to the first, the consent of the Irish parliament should be 
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had to them, ere they would cause us any liability ; and 
with that coufient we, of course, would haye no right to 
complain.* 

With regard to expenses in time of peace in the 
eolonies and £>reign dependencies, we should not be liable 
to them, unless ensured compensating advantages of the 
most imequivocal kind. 

In short, we advocate haying the Irish reyenue spent in 
Ireland. If the exigencies of the empire will not just now 
permit that taxation should be lightened, let England send 
over a large division of the fleet of the empire to out noble 
and secure harbours, and we will maintain it at our own 
cost r let other public establishments be apporti<med 
between us in a similar maimer ; and thus, while we shall 
find great benefit and reUef from haying the money which 
is taken from us in taxes spent among us in public 
expenditure, instead of (as it now is) going to England, 
the United K ingdom will be in no way the loser ; nor will 
the jealousy of the people of Great Britain be excited, as 
it naturally would be, if taxes were, however justly, taken 
c^ us, and left upon them. 

The principle of an amicable financial arrangement 
between Great Britain and Ireland is contained in the 
forgoing. There would, undoubtedly, be a sacrifice on 
t>ur part, of our claims of compensation for the £>rty-thiee 
years' robbery we have undergone ; but if our Great De- 
mand — that for legislative independence — ^were conceded, 
the generosity of Ireland would make all minor matters 
easy of settlement. 

* It ifi evident that the interference of the Irish parliament would have 
been most useful in the case of the enormous Canada, China, and India 
expenses, to save Ireland from the unjast Uability to them. 
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THE 



"CHURCH TEMPORALITIES 



>) 



GRIEVANCE. 



Thb following is a report on this subject, drawn up by 
Mr, O'ConneU, in 1840. 

Report of the National Association of Ireland, upon the 
"■ chief grievance of Ireland, that which relates to the Eccle^ 
siastical Revenues. 

Your Committee beg leave to report that they are unani- 
moosly of opinion, that the most afflicting beyond comparison 
of all the grievances which the people of Ireland sustain, is to 
be found in the Misappeopeiation of the Ecclesiastical 
Revenues of Ireland. 

The great denominations of Christians — the Catholics, the 
Episcopalian Protestants, and the Presbjterians> constitute the 
overwhelming majority of Christian persuasions in the British 
empire. 

In England the majority of the people belong to Episcopa- 
lian Protestantism. 

In Scotland the majority of the inhabitants are Presbyte- 
rians; and 

In Ireland the majority of the inhabitants, in much greater 
proportion, are Catholics. 

In Scotland the number of Catholics and Protestant Dissent- 



( 



is» that the Presbyterians are by far the most numerous dasBiiir 
Gllri9fei4p%il>l>tteit>coHlHNtey^xAn'i hw) IjiT/jlo-ff 'to '»if(ooq erit JiiH 

bdto/£f»@lf^pd'Jkli€( )Gftth0Hos:iBiifl the^Firotestani^DisiesbsiS'yiTe^ 
also 0<)((|h$ienltthiliide9mted^ ^^^'^'^^^^^ 

thafci^he .Gp^o$(|>aliaii< >Pi!ota0taitto! «rei Siu ft^deduiadjii^arkifiT 

:tr;3liQL-0(9ly. <lktttt9 ( fmnh 'v^hicE < m 1 €dbi|yard^TB i esdkiurtaiiil) ihai 
IS^^ifim^im' (Protestants >iiiidi otherl ^hrktiaa^ ocab i l^e n^Hedpo 
Igllgll^d^ >«p^i^t4) iot (ihify JkUat tlhe }ehurchesro£ltb&iE^oc^Mi^i 
lifiqaj^n^otiiuiyl ^AirQimdl i^uttibcgps. io 1 l,O0Q^f asidltbe ^C^Mp^^ Aiflki 
Meeting-housed i ol^^ the CathoIieSy> add oc tkei iBrotifBtaiiiD Dkpq 
s^t^«K9) ^Uitoubt^ill.troiit^ ttttn^er^ !to 9vOGjO^^ t-ul.-- moy tuoY 

tiiTbw^iafefiRejtoY^valkidy^^.leayj^fa 

copalian Protestants. ;■ . ■ I (Jyll/r ^>''. ) edi 'isbai. 

. II)/sih<^¥^iiboW.e¥<Nr9J*b« obaetjved^utfabturtdbirilvericllnfedd&r a 
Q^4^^i4'f or^iQisa^ntiagi ffdacericif jvr^^lrahi^/tbfiiic .is ibdiiaiiiy^ ari 
c$>ngfr^atij^ (} ' ibecwise^ tjie ! iq&fi^el or taeetiif^4ionsdicaidiif ^lot *' 
eKij[i:riti^l0$9/^t)i«i:tiPerf iipoo|igijeg&ti^ni«>('li>i8 ndt 'k»,nhG)«r«irbr^l 

w^0 0)*eidt^^i& ^ttoicintj tim^Sj and ia nijaay [plaoes> f^ ieongreg^' 
ti<^ias^^,iG^^^ dhpr^ortion^te wiithdJxe numberibf ehitbcheac;^.^ 
bii^ ci|£l^tt#Yi^r^ tfJHiiteKijent , %hH > i^on! tke^e; ^jaldt^^ f^x'ke innde^ 
it must be admitted that the Episcopaltia-fPrdteitaiBtlt lbmiD't^e>:f 
nligfi^ity fQf;the)ChMtiaftjr.i^ ibigbtf^ l>in oiyw oudt ^I 

aildj^hq^^laiiyafViumbievt have beeiiiabci^Ftaiiibed^ >rThb ii£fps«>o<<>£ 
p^Kfin) Pi^0itis^tctntf^)^rQ i fou^d toiboy ! itli rotrnd'^ucyjersy tiMgM^ 

an^^ty4hQi*^i^v§xA\^eiCfUnolm9<»si^^ 
th^$ff(nd*i\S'^^h^em th0;i^lativ«.prj(>po?4ion8finr4aaij -^^ itiin« 

.Und^r tb^se jeinc^itistaoces the iiatnral)res]ilifwfl[uh}[tbe^ildiatq 
th§^ ^l^ia^tioal jfiMs reyenuf a - slunildl h»rflf^iK>^atedniiBi^aebo 
c<|9;M^t^; i^Q') tfa9> d»}ii^ Df(j^'i»ajoGiiy) ofdi^diiliabkaiitav^^HMlp 
in England accordingly, these reyenu^Alm'fi{]q^K>{Kiaated£i^ntki> 
P(i^9jbe«ijbaj)t>£4nieopali^ ohuceW/th&>cfaicreh •f(!1d>e majoin^T 

iJpi SpQtWd jaJsiQ; jth^r iebdesiaotical siatoi {reTCfnaesfmre^iMid < I 
ought naturally to be, applied to the sustentstft6iirbf^<tiie)iF]iito^^ 
byterian church, being that of the majority of thfi^rScaltisfh 

,^p0n ,to^ 8at»ia^/pti«tmgle( it is i t>erieDtly > cdeakt j ^that uthwieedbit -. 

si^^cjuii s^tei ij^iyfi^esi [of ^Irdfliidi lOWght?. to r he^ ^^^Ifad- itoi :rti»rf ; 

church of the majority of the^lrieh^pe^le^il oiijiir/ni. ut tip-iomB 
1 3ill ini ith&.go^^cnmcmt^f I^^landi &Yevjt(iii&Dg i is-^a^d^iialoiiE 
iXh^i peaplei ii£ i £4i^land ; wduld noti I eildure thdt <thd^ f^cclfifi>«lii 

asti<$^ 0M^:. is^iretiu^s >«hduld( ib» j laj^li^ td t ti^&j ibEUrolb Wf t xilie 

^Xhe^iP^pte q£ Seiyilmd woidd •liot'fibdiire^iiiliafy'thel'eedesl'- ^ 
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But the people of Ireland are comfielied'.' to' teMot^^A^^H^ 
ciflMiMtwaldii4t6Jtrttraniid8'j^ ixidflKid'ibould>il]teiiip^M)itidbd 
taiAibofagani)! ef lajffliytSiBalLiniDiitftyi^ ^^li^ 

tUl danodlDf Aa*p0Dplerx)f:rIrelsad;;i It deiii6nttrateflr,( tbat* < tkat 
eiqpiaiBA^ vftickoaloDB flvou]d%coiifttitiit&.^ at i v«al> 'Um<Hi' t b*0tW6€|ii^ 
tlMQmviifafiaB^ jddesr'aot ^list. < • it iBhowgi tbaA- th& >Bpi8o<^aUlifiiP 
Mbi'Bii^hfMTj ^ lul iHwMibyteriftna^'in Seolknid^ 'MMimo MMl'6tij[o«f<i«(t 
pmffiGfedfiiiiftt]iblii^x}Tin*Jliie Ga^ 

Your, committee emj^t9itietii\y.BkA&rty ditit'tliis ifl'Jihe mttiitttl^s 
giiiiHilnfilj \hihaim9stii mstiltmg.'iiyju8tke^iit4ticbr^elaftid^«tt»tbb^ 
tinder the (so called) Union. :jfi»..^ :« •'! ..i ■ir,t\oo 

£lhedpfii^>l»>a£!iiidaiid demand the redreM:of'ihi»^gfr«#talilbe 
is l^&vftdnBitaiiee^iaiKli 'before 'Snj olbeif* ' It^ ii^ia 'grkvatik^ 
iiloflrUiiab)\4iMip>i«r]ili no- : denser ">{uiqm«8te'iai.>nlenM%< ' >>It^^ 4i'^ft-^ 
dfuinniAidaof the infeHoritT^ o£' the ii4sh fwpLe,^ij(^^v(ihn6\piidf'' 
wil&iiio>lk)«g8iri submit without remonstrant 'it'isra^^r^Mi^ Mt^ 
od^p»|iifliavito^^ glapiiigM4ttid=^pd^le^injtt^' 

UfWMio^mjlimAmt^ aigiattteTil^'^ndt tiysbo' logger -iokivatMl^^ 
w^Amtt^luaag idikga^.-amd peaceable, ttndicohftrt^tttlioiiBiiAletali'^ 

t^^onwifedfilfisiatlvi^iredreMi'--^:';-- -'*' ^ -''- '" ' ' '''^'"' '^' 

If there were any prospect of procuring rf^am '• the ^nit^i^ 

f^siUx^^fm^TttAvsMA for/tfaisigtant evity'^tiWn*. G^mmittee 'WbiMd 
NOOBoinpikidrithe pisc^e.'vf- Jveland to^ peti^n atiawimottBly ' aitog^^> 
sMlfllmmmiriy ^i^'ivts alMlitiom 'BuA'it beidg^ ^i^e W't^<^^ 
lAflMbtifibiiiti of absonifty^ to *exp«ct> any BUish .»Tedr«)ss«frbm ^h^ '^ 
iilMldk^duJM|a«at)iyMif Committee:rreoa]MMnd>1^'niD8t''iihr^^^ 
nailing' : alidr'' ^treauousi corartbiHl ' of' l^e' people^ 4xf Irelatidr 'te^^^ 
psiiiitaQedtiyijRBFBiA2i> >oy inus - At^* -^of* Uifiosvy ' and th<^ < r^- 
firfebtiilinheiili if ■&.^^aestio legislaturey^ in whidb only! the igreM'^ 
qiwt-ioswigcisr^cling this g^ievlinee-^buld be>'<MUmiy' considered 
aikljrigliteousiy d^^rmined. 

Th^ ' |8< randthcp point f of -Taew hh' i««faieh * tJgdt^ ' grievance* ' 
hdawwcir mere 'premiacgit in* i^'i insulting tia^nire'^tdir^dft tie 
GflhhiiliGBi^rireUaid* ' s^ 

dfiijis)ibi8L0«*- < • ' * ■•• , ''*./ 

/^tW^fy— The professors of the Presbyterian religion cta!t-'= 
stiiiifteijbfldia'aikiaU'iiminoivity, irten oompaiied* with otbsr d^nb- 
Bialationsr «f '^ristians; • Theej- eannoi in tii^e 'Britishr empire' 
amount to anything like three "millions. " , ^ " . -. - : i r : i • 

iScedfUd^jH^The '. Bpisoopalian i Fk^oleslants - -are > tudonlate^i 'at 
eight tnii JMn«9 ajid that cak«dation;ii$ pv6bably<0T8trflti^ 

)3%tW^^b^^he Catholics of: 'Ireland haye had aicoitinderabie 
accession since the last census ; that augmentation has probiab^ 
heat aiilribiited idth rpsioce in some measure to the minrb^s 
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4£<iatb>er Ch«u^mfi,*^o.dwl7' jwa'the i^ifat^i ,iRFlwt«r9P b« 
,»ttpmimMiav0 at^lrAaiD^ ...■■.,u-. ,.,...;/.., .■■■ '..,,x_ .- ju.,, 

Uoil^r:^U«iigiti^'tlM(G4thdUn8-AIl>iiiggpSg»t»,;llUX|bi[)i> i^,,^fe 

^d.tb«t.dieiP«esb>twiam, -^Ata aroia & c<Hn{dete ^iHW^j^ 
minority, enj^itha fitate 4raraaaiit of,ibe,Scetti(Ji«hq^;,^j|^ 
tbe E^ct)p^itso.JP»ot««twrt((i,triba ^jto Mbo ia^&jfuspi^jyfpjoy 
tbeAtate £eele*UatiaBl :DeimU9flB, Mt.W^lj' afiiEiig}tf^„)^fftf 

ecclesiastical revenues of the three countries, and enjoy nog^t 

wbalt^mer Het^. rmiN, ,-ii-, . , t.. -oi in-r vi ... iniib -JL-n/ 

--,: In-.merji.'pwA of. »fl««;!thenifew,|tie i^ft^tic^ii^o^.jjfl^ 
..CBthntioft-fif ilrelandi is-jiwiJ. palpttUs, .gUru)g'/jm4j09gi^,jwt 
toilw/eBdHreidl,rmtlis«t Mliaig.[>U-,legai,wa&a.it<).;[7ffiHijEf>^^ 

MOijBUtai'rfiiiiedjti,,..!, ,.,,■■ 'i, ,,, .. ,,.,,,!/;,{ .,-,.,,-(- 

,•' It hiNhi indeed,. 1w4aaA»«rt«d, tliatith«|w»esBieVM{Vii^f^ 
scdttMWticaLiKveMtea, i»>etmbtiaii3vec»ssiij,ia„^ ^o^i^yi- 
snoe'-of' thelBtssbytflnikii-nligioB i» SofftliU]4(N^4'P<AU.,mf^Te 
^nscesswy, if: possibUt to tlteicaiitmeo.c^.tber^^wiwtiffl^sf- 
'tettutt^^arichinJr^Iutd.j' .;' j..,i, .;.,~i ■,,;i ,,|. . .(..li; ,.,,.■^'„. 

Your conuuittee beg leave to remark, that this asse^q^.js 
not tiieinej.tiuttv iqittj^ «i»utrar^, ;th«i)r «f9i,jJipTP«g-fe|y/jcon- 
vincedt <UtBtr.th«,.peFsoBs. who make.it^i^flict.i^h^l ?tf*KW^*' 
rtproadti tbajiAoaiiaa^ aalwtM]/, up«a)thftKres)f.yt;^fi^i^d 
EeotcsUmb £fMeop«lisn ohurches. . Ed &9t vothi^g CMf ^^Dipe 
derogatory to any christian persuasion, than the coDVi^:tJ(^fl|»t 
its «littgth «ini(iats iaiHONBX} that the vifei^Niiipi^^/^s 
vorli ia <its pabulvmvila i «md that it wotiM-KO^tp^eit^-fo 
aooiijaa it sfeoiild.«ciue to be^usbdne^ and fad.wijl^ tb<\)9J^a|ud 
■goW- ' '■■■ -.■■■■ . ■ ' ■-- ' ■!]■ ■■..'I'lii/: 

YoarrrOMnuittee/ carefully abstain, irom intj-p^i^^^^'ntf ^^iW' 
report, any specie* of. ^Milemioa ; .but they psBpep^fLjJj-8ub(i^t 
this proposition to the christian world : that any pect br'per- 
liuasion of christians, whose tenets necessarily reiji^re ^e ^- 
'itentation of public money, can have no, cl^m.uppn either the 
judgment or the sympathy of those who believe^tbat fiuth is 
ibey,ond price, and that genuine Christianity |a f^o pi^ to require 
the support of filthy lucre. 

I.. lYour committee refer all timid Ciiristians differing from the 
Catholic ehurch, to the ijiustrous fiauiple that church has given 
in Ireland to the nations of the oarth ; uud to the demonstra- 
tion which the'Irish Catholics have aflbrded, of the efficacy of 
Uu voluntary principle of snpport) wherever the ,^hgi«ui feel- 
ing prevails. 
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*• IttlH9aftd tHe miAe MvdftnefC ■#«& ipoliaW* ^AcIt* pAs- 
nrii^e^i^ iVga tyramfi ft^tn ^e Catb<^JO tAiS/rett m tUn 
eonntry, — but the religion reitiatne^ «^'tM «t>aiWlwW0»% 
iUH drntittsJii^i It-Mai ihM t^ved, Ihat eitibtibcit.T' llul a 

^a«t|p^ Bffjk t&aft «,^g]|t«he wealli)! bf this 4rMd uait'bkitow^ 
In IrelaDd the church '*i^« i^M<«^di-4h^ i^tMM ^t>e 

^«dA*i-e8l-itkB'Ai*feS wiei* violaWd— the ewHesiasticia bdild- 

%^%ey<l Uf(>biHi !a rum« upbh ^i» solfti^ttdt aietr«lig6»n 

7>l'Vn^ U Ari l)6bE!Bt atiiil eonsoiBBFtldtri P'i(ote8«»nrt) wfad trill 
Wfwa k€fil&? Ibk &iS o4ra retifftm lia4 BM ftbe aaabe potrer to 
HttBl^d-^StM of tfei depn^atioa of the 8«aW tevmluen -whiA 

Again — dnrmg' centuries of persecution 'taii M iite> ^«s8nt 
^fifeHt^ 'thS ^^ oF Iretaiid, ^keb as a iM«i0n, <Cte least 
'W6^Bj» 1^ £iMi^ -sup^nsy \r»h<i|ili any Mate revcWijsi, a 
1g«Sii!h%j'jpepf«M> hi aA he partst tfeJctr AviGlTbitheps «l>dt#6bty- 
three bishops — in all twenty seven , dean»!^ arcMeitpons; 
"tfiirff^g^Uei^msi! 'ppebetidttries , pdviBh pfieats ; cUiWies ^ tti the 
tUU^OiVt Altog^tli^ «^ moVe =thni iour t^Mmeand mdnxihMlB. 
^lUSiekS^^ auntttiablt^ the nutmlierH of th6 CatH61iM, they h»e 
(!^%iae^B{yMag^«^t^ dumgtbree cefltufdesof ^emaourti^ 
persecution— the law grinding to the 'iait, ^hat the sword had 

'Whd-j^ It that, HI tbe face of such aA experimont aa has been 
'iriiaeftt Ir^lantl 'Wll aasert, that it istiecessarytotho existence 
'^hf *icHiirtfi, with'rtsfiill hjetarchy »nd its iJiroag^ing ti-*""" 



{o UaA itir t/af^bn duMi iJie state, and to bo sttp^arced fay sOite 

MaKK Again the ttfkm^ of the VOLUNTARY PRINCI- 

"■pE^, ashiseihtbited m the eceleaiaatioal buildings in the orty 

(^'Dttbliii abli^* tohln the loet Few years, bixrcii, -which (as 

nearly as they can be calculated) in round numbers may be ta£^ 

stated thu< hare beec espeiided iq the oity of DuUm 

Tbe Cathtdial Churcliof St MsrV Marlbo-> atnnn 

tough street $ *^^'*™ 

ChurdiofSt Andl/ew, Westtond row, «l,000 

MTFT^n gj p^ . Arran'qnay, 12,oOO 

•^ St Miflian, 8 000 

SS MichWil and S6tM «,00O 

" St Catherine, 7,W0 

" St Nichdlas, fl,000 

Sums collected for mt^d^d Improvements, or) ' 

actually expended upon the dyieC paWichSftl5- 10,000 

churches say, ' ) 

Cturch of St Francis Xaviet-, 8,«00 
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T^Q.chmrches aod ecolesiastical buildingfski' 

JCkiblin, ofthe Augastiniails, oaltied Gome-'i 

lUqsf disc^ced Carmelites, Capucbins, Do-V -£^0^000 

ikiinicans, and Ftunciscans, estimated muohf 

below the real supi, at 
fire CcosiTents of Sisters of Charity, eslimalied ^ ' 15 0(90 

loTf at 3 . 'Vnf:/ 

Three Conyiemts of Carmelite Nuns, saj, •*• > . '^ %0OOr 

Conyent of poor Clares, of Domimean Ntms,'> r . > . . wAm^ 

and of the Presentation, say, 3 . - - . ■ .'. 

There are, besides these, ten sehools for boyii iiist{ifa(tei.- ll^» 
the Educatiimal Monks ; and at least sixteen Goii&«iemitief |br 
teSEUshing the Christian Doctrine. The oxpensesunder'the timif 
latter heads we are unable to calculate ; but we faaye 8b^wn,«fkatl 
in. the city of Dublin alone, there has beeu' expanded tiipon the 
VOLUNTABY FRiirciPXiB, in buildiugs for the spiritual picoifafioiij 
and education of Catholics, a sum exoeefdi];i^.i£l70,<K)iO« /vx 

Is it not preposterous, that the Irish CathoHcs^.iwhO'iBaake 
such exertions for the sustentation of that religion' wliidbL,ih(^/ 
believe to be true, should also be <H>m{leUed to' sup^iittialckiMtclii 
which they believe to be erroneous? Everyman of 'politkalv 
integrity m%tst feel, that while England is free £lfomsuCA*ati e|»- 
pression, while Scotland is free from such an oppreQlioii»r*^*Ice«b 
land ought not to stand alone in the single deforiniHf o€ beiogf. 
compelled to submit to that oppression ! . >• m ■ ; - 1 . ^ 

There are two points upon which your Committee^ would, de- 
sire to be emphatically understood, they are theses— j . . . : >ii * 

FirsU — They do not claim that the ecclesiaatieal |tate^«^e- 
nues of Ireland, should be applied to support the ,dbisr<^ of /th^ 
majority of the Irish people. Although on principle Hn^fmi^iht 
be entitled to make such claim, yet uiey totally rdpiidiat^iiU-f^' 
They totally disclaim any such appropriation. . No'Bnq^tolta^t 
could inore distinctly denoimce that approprialuifi 'tbao the ]ftet*» 1 
p^ of Ireland should and would do. It is aH apf^opif^HtJMw 
whi(di would essentially injure, corrupt,^ aiid«0rro## tbe y^ Ug y i O 
to which it should bi& so applied. - '. .mi':. i.^ 

Secondly^ — Your committee claim, that th^nao^fesi^i^eab 
state revenues should (as the existing ve^ted^wt^roals 4rop^d 
oiQQ,t)e applied for the general benefit iof;ithe*i)fHnt9«ini4y$T 41^1 
is, for tbe support of the poor ; for the promoti^ of edu^tiouiV/ 
and iu works of charity, <i^^<»^le«qittlly^8&d'#ith<Mit>diatii^ 
tioo, to all sects and persuasions. :.» ., .r ; u' < :■ / tn..*,^ 

TJbere is one, topic mor^, to iUustrata t}^gidie^0iu ixgultiofij 
done to the Cathol^) pe(^le of irelanil, by:ibbe.appfft|iriatioPsi9€}. 
the ecclesijS'StiQal:i:eyenues t^ that^sttiaU miii^^/^hMtbl^^Qntti- 
tutes the Protes^ut EfttaWisW Churckia ;IiN»l^ *Uy*^ 
7M. Pr^byt^^iaQ Es^ablish^^ (wureb i^t >St<Hlaii4^imt^.di« » 
church of 4ie .mijoiity :of tlie Scottish peoplei, Jifrin^posaesaioidtdf^ 
the ecclesiastical state revenues in Scotland, although those re- 
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reoues .wera foimded hy^ thc^r CaldioUc ancestors for purpo^e^^oi 
exclusivelj Catholic pietj $,nd religioB — ^porposes^ xnany, of ttii^ 
c[lf<^ily»'opposit&to, 4iid contvadiciorj of, the tenets aadpiracr 
tices^of Presbyteil^ianisin. 

The Episcopaliau Protestant Church in England, being the 
■Qj|^«k of the majority of the- £nglish people, is in possession of 
tne ecclesiastical state revenues in England, although those re- 
T^tities were founded by their Catholic ancestors for purposes of 
^fpsively Catholic piety and religion — ^purposes, ttiany of thtem 
mrectly opposite ^o, and contradiotory of, the tenets and practi- 
ce' oi- Episoopalian Protestantism. 

■'Tlftis, in Scotland and in England, the chiweh of- the majority 
pv«s)esi» eoclesiastical revenues, granted not by' Presbytenanis 
•ol^'iPnditestonte of any Ascription, but by Catholics. 

jy^hev^MOf in Iireland, the church of the majority is that of 
the persons who founded the ecclesiastical state revetiUes-r-it is 
the only chiktdh able and willing to perform and carry out dl 
the 'intentions of the donors and founders of those reyenue8r-«- 
y^t ihese^ ^v«nues are taken from ihe church of the majority 
<^'tlt*e Irish people, and bestowed by law upon the antagonist 
(AnOfAnt a small minority of that people ! ! ! 

{t does, therefore, appear manifest, that every circumstance 
afcieiidiiig the ecclesiastical state revenues, increases the nature ; 
abd'eitent of the grievance on the score of church temporalities^ 
inflicted upon the Catholic people of Ireland. 

Your Committee cannot conclude, without once again warning 
the people of Ireland — 

■First — That there is no prospect of obtaining the salutary 
d^ge they require, from the United Parliament. 

Secondly — -That the injustice they complain of, can be re- 
dressed only ht niealnsx>f the Repeal op the Uniow. 

'^fHtirdiy— That suCh Repeal must be sought for only by 
legtti and constitutional means — there must not be any outrage, 
yHiencbi' or crime whatsoevei*. Any outtrage, any crime, any 
ifiegttlity, on the part of the Repealers, would give strtogth to ' 
the enemies of Ireland, and would weaken, and idtimately 
dbl^li^yi the best energies of her friends. 

hijsli>tii then prosecute our agitation for tlep|eal» ivithin ^tljyd 
l^W ' and; eon&titutionv with the sanction of all good' m£fh, and, 
iMittWf^^'vnih the blessdng of God; , Irishmen of ereiry 8^06' 
ai]td?p«r9uasion, hive an identity of interest iti i^stof rng to iheir 
country the blessings of a domestic legislatut*e. But Sbote j^, 
thiiOci^ti^t and inmUting inequality which the TJmo'S inflicti^ upon 
rt«laiid,ou|;htjtK) ^longer to be borne in silence by Iiish^'en.' ' 
'We closer by ;pemittding the Association eraphatitealfy^ 

- WM Scotlemd> ddes m4 support the church of this inifidtif^ 
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such an apprcwrtatton of her ecclesiastical revenues^ ^ 
■''Bui' mat m'id'nd;''on''thd'6an'iU^^^^ ^jiM} 

't1ii:^-biOii8TEn 'AVm r^d'th)g>ySr^ dit^^^jilrishineniinlustkBL 

April 23, 1840. C^irp^ ,oyf, jt^fi,^H|im^g^^^ 

To fhisVe h^e only to' a^, tlmt^ '^' drt'^Sttf 'pi^feJnt 
without anything like accurate data to estimate the wealth 
of the established church in Ireland, and in expectation of 
some parliamentary returns this session to elucidate the sub- 
ject. The following was the estimate of Mr. Ward, M. P. 
for St. Albans, in his speech on this subject in August 

last: — 

AcTUAii Revenue of the Irish Church in 1 843. 

Episcopal Revenues: £ 

Land and Tithes ... ... ... Gross 151,127 

Dean and Prebends, exclusive of those attached to 
Episcopal Sees ... ... ... ... 

Minor Canons and Vicars Choral 



Parochial Benefices, value of Glebes and Tithes, 

Ministers' Money, Easter Offerings, &c. : 

Province of Armagh ... ...£256,372 

Tuam ... ... 42,738 

Dublin ... ... 121,859 

Cashel ... ... 189,682 
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Gross Receipts 

Tithe Composition taken separately : 
Parochial 
Episcopal 
Received by Dignitaries 

Deduct 25 per cent, for Rent Charge, under Act 

Oi lodo ... ... ... .,, 

Remain 
Add Episcopal Revenues, after deducting 33,875/. 
received by Bishops and Dignitaries 



34,481 
10,525 



610,651 



£806,784 



486,785 

9,515 

24,360 



520,660 
130,165 



390,495 
162,258 



£552,753 
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' Tbe <^iii^ervatiTe ride of the house contested the^acteu- 
tiacJy of this estimate 5 and Mr. Shaw (RfecoJfdfer bf DubHn) 
moved foe some returns to give^as he^ state^ a'iuore cor- 
rect idea. He^ however^ withdrew bis motion «.few days 
lf£ter. It is how generally tinderstood that his i^eason for 
doing so wB^y that the Protestant Bishops objected to give 
returns of their' iricotoes, Ac. 
.. Mr. Ward's estimi^. camot be &r &P1^: the nuq-k. 
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Mil) Hi o) irshii^lr, ^'r.i.'j:J-u-ii »ii'; /!•■)(.'/ iii /''((iff l»IhT 

miiniii /yniUAi -:ij<-_nirji -j- n/i ; ! • '( 'lljjnJ -iiv)iijr7 iri Jqi'lf) 
■'♦^.injj'Cii; or ln«i „ ji-.'^.n-.j-iii ■> //;;[ •> '- -if)'»((lif- 'nil o) 'yyivrvA'i'i 

•i^' ii.'>ii!// '^iaii h» •<';f;<| ■ • •«'tn:;i> bijfi/// ,jl.'>/ri5 /[>i;';'ili; 'rtJO 
')ih !i> y,\M»^^v\^^ fill h .«i; ' ;'?-;*?! ^ •!?-?''. * rid ) Mf:j \*ii'r 
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VW«n^nA^W^^^^^V^MAA^^^«^^^^«^^^^«^^«^VVW« 



The hurry in which circumstances alluded to in the 
Prefiwe, has caused this compilation to be sent to press, 
necessitates the throwing together here, in a species of post- 
ciipt, of various matters of a miscellaneous nature, having 
reference to the subjects we have discussed ; but to arrange 
which, in proper order of insertion in the text or appendi- 
ces already given, would require a space of time which we 
cannot now command. 

Mr. W. J. Battersby, in his most pains-taking and pa- Batten* 
triotic work, " The Repealer's Manual; or. Absenteeism ^y** **" 
and the Union re-considered^'* printed in Dublin in the Manual, 
year 1833, has a chapter on the question of "What was ^^^* 
the original design of the legislative Union ?" He states 
his opinion, that it was " a determination to render Ireland 
subservient to England." 

The late Chief Justice Bushe stated the animus of the 
measure more forcibly, but not more truly. He said that 
it was " an intolerance of Irish prosperity." 

Mr. Battersby quotes, as his witnesses in support of his 
charge. Sir William Petty, Sir Matthew Deaker, Primate 
Boulter, Postlethwayt, in his work entitled "Britain's 
Commercial Interest," printed in Dublin, 1767, &c. &c. 

From Postlethwayt he quotes this passage :-— 

In lieu of the advantages Ireland would receive from a Union, 
she should give England at least £500,000 annually. Sup« 
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posing that Ireland, by exerting her competition in trade against 
foreign rivals, should thereby gain a nett million per annum; 
would it not be well worth her while to give up to England 

one-half for the sake of the other ? As Engfland does 

♦u !^ already possess no inconsiderable share of the lands of Ireland, 
a Umon. *^ ^^^ Union would prove an effectual method to vest the rest 
in her ; for as the riches of Ireland would chiefltf return 
to England^ she continuing the seat of empire^ the Irish 
landlords would be little better than tenants to her for al- 
lowing them to make the best of their estates ! 

With the indignant ejaculation, after the above, of, 
"There is love of Ireland for you I" Mr. Battersby goes 
on as follows : 

The infamous policy of those who suggested this Union on 
the above grounds, became so much the subject of alarm to 
the Irish people, shortly after the publication of Postlethwayf b 
book, that Smollet gives us the following account of the oppo- 
sition, which the mere report of it created in Dublin. 

After proving (in the 16 ch. p. 75-6) the loyalty of the 
Irish Catholics under unparalleled insult, he adds : — 
Effect in " Although no traces of disaffection to his Majesty's family, 
Dublin of appeared on this trying occasion, it must nevertheless be ac- 
"^® Jl®" knowledged, that a spirit of dissatisfaction broke out with 
Union, as extraordinary violence among the populace of Dublin, 
related by " The present Lord Lieutenant was not remarkably popular 
Smollet. in his administration ! 

** He had bestowed a marked favour upon a gentleman whose 
person was obnoxious to many people in that kingdom, and 
perhaps failed in that affability and condescension which a free 
and generous nation expects to find in the character of him to 
whose rule they are subjected. 

" Whether the offence taken at his deportment had created 
enemies to his person, or that the nation in general began to 
entertain doubts and jealousies of the government's designs, 
certain it is, great pains were taken to propagate a belief 
among the lower order of people, that an Union would soon 
be effected between Great Britain and Ireland ; in which 
C€tse this last kingdom would be deprived of its parliament 
and independency^ and be subjected to the sama taxes that 
are levied upon the people of England. 

" This notion infamed the populace to such a degree, that 

they assembled in a prodigious multitude, and searched for the 

Journals, which, had they been found, they would have com- 

k mitted to the flames. 

^ • ** Not content with this outrage, they compelled the members 
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of both houses whom they met in the streets, to take an oaih 
that they would never consent to such an Union, or give any 
vote contrary to the true interest of Ireland, 

" Divers coaches belonging to obnoxious persons were de- 
stroyed, and their horses killed ; and a gibbet was erected for 
one gentleman in particular, who narrowly escaped the un- 
governable rage of those riotous insurgents. 

** A body of horse and infantry were drawn out on this 
occasion, in order to overawe the multitude, which at night 
dispersed of itself." 

Dalrymple, in his ^^ Memoirs f"* {Ato edit., vol, t3, p. 48,) 
gives an account of a curious anecdote concerning the Union, 
the substance of which is, that in 1776 it was intended that 
the Earl of Rochford should succeed the Earl of Harcourt as 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland ; that Lord Rochford received his 
Majesty's note to that effect ; that one of the leading condi- 
tions of that appointment was to bring about an Union with 
England ; that on conversing with Lord Harcourt his opinion 
was, that to attempt an Union with Ireland in time of war was 
insanity — that the minds of the Irish should be long prepared 
for it — that no Union should be attempted unless the wish for 
it came from Ireland, and not even then, unless there were a 
sufficient body of troops there to keep the mad men in order ; 
that the two great objections to it were, loss of money by the 
absentees, and loss of importance by diminishing the peers and 
commoners ; — that seeing the difficulties, Lord Rochford de- 
clined the intended honor. Thus we find the idea of the 
Union originating with the Crown or Cabinet of England, 
23 years before the measure was carried ; and we find the an- 
ticipated evils it would entail upon Ireland urged as the reason 
why it could not then be adopted. We find that Earl Chatham 
also in 1763 had the Union in his eye, not as a " healing mea- 
sure" for Ireland, but as beneficial to Great Britain. 

We now turn to a few opinions and declarations on re- Declara- 
cord, against the Union, uttered at the time it was proposed, against 

We quote first from the debate of the Irish bar, at a theUnion. 
meeting held by them in 1799, to petition against the Debate of 
measure : J® ^"*^ > 

Bar, 

That every possible modification of an Union necessarily in- g^j, Dec.' 

volved evils not to be compensated for The merging of our 1799,) on 

representatives in an assembly, where they will be more than theUnion. 
(jimdrupled, and where, if even unanimous, they could have little Mr. P. 
influence. The perpetual existence of the united legislature in BurrowBs. 
another country, to the influence of whose wishes and opimons 

z2 
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tber will Iw sdbjeet. TkeeDorwtms ia ere ai c of abtarteeimi — of 

taxes— of our natumal debt (Mr, P. Surromtt*) 

jIIp To his own knowledge, and he hjid been hims^ a sea- 

Bviia» man, half the strength of the navj of England were drawn from 
Ireland ; and jet, Fngliafh raptaiwa have had the ins<dence to say, 

theT would haTe no more Irishmen than mainmasts L To 

all the world, except the East Indies, we alreadj haTe a right 
to trade ; and a Union wonld gire ns no more than we haye now 
of that trade.* — (Mr. S^imeM.) 

Mr, The British minister most for ever be snbsenoent to 

Goold. the will and interests of the British merchant ; the British mer- 

diant most for ever be sobserrient to hb own interest 

I argne^ from the necessarj operations of the homan passion on 
the hiunan conduct, when I saj, that the British merchant will 
force the Briti^ minister to be British, eren on the subject of 
Iri^h affiurs. And when the question of self-interest once 

speaks, it speaks in a rotce of thunder. In such a situation, 

as well mignt you expect from the oyster the sagacity of human 
int^ect ; as well might you expect, from the £unbhed tiger, the 
sympathy of human feeling, as from the British minister and 
British merchant, a due and impartial consideration, or a feel- 
ing and honest conduct, toudiing the afl^irs of this our country. 
—(3ir. Gooid.) 

Mr. Orr lo the present state of the connexion, England cannot 

oflfer an equivalent for the surrender of our constitution. For- 
merly we were in a different situation. Our parliament was 
controlled by that of England, and we had no trade or manu- 
&ctQre but the making as^ exporting linen cloth. The direct 
importation of goods from the West Indies, rum excepted, with- 
out landing them in England, was prohibited, as also the expor- 
tation of wo<^en goods. — (Mr. Orr,) 

The Debate arose on the motion of Mr. William Saurin : — 
" That a measure of Legblatire Union, is an innoration highly 
dangerous and improper to propose at the present juncture of 
the country.** 

Amendment — to adjourn a month. 

For adjournment, •• •• •• •• 32 

Against.. •• •• •• •• •• 166 

Resolutions carried. 

Our next is the ojHnion of the celebrated Charles 
James Fox, on the subject. 

yi^the At a meeting of the Whig Club, May 7, 1800, at the Crown 
ElS^^*1 and Anchor Tavern, in London — ^Mr. Fox in the chair, 
Bm/ supported by the Duke of Norfolk, Lord Holland, &c. &c. 
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Mr. Fox said The whole scheme (Union) went upon Union 

that false and abominable presumption, that we could legis' p ®"i?^ 
late better for the Irish, than they could do for themselves — j^^y' 13 
a principle founded upon the most arrogant despotism and 1800. 
tyranny. There was not a more clear axiom in the science of 
politics, than that man was his own natural governor, and C.J. Fox. 
that he ought to legislate for himself. No other heing 
could enter into his feelings, or have anything common in 
sympathy with his nature ; and therefore the legislature of 
a people most flow out of, and he indentified with, the people 
themselves. It was idle to talk to Ireland of the word Union, 
since there could he no such thing as a real Union, on an equal 
footing, between countries so disproportionate and unequal. 
.Could the Irish believe that in this connexion they were to have 
an equal and availing voice in legislating for England, as the 
English were in legislating for Ireland ? There was no maxim 
more true in philosophy or in politics than the great moral 
doctrine, * Do as yon would be done by* Examine this mea- 
sure by that rule. Can the Irish bring themselves to believe 
that they will have any share or influence in legislating for 
England ? Take it on the other side. What Englishman 
would submit to see his destiny regulated and his affairs con- 
ducted by persons chosen for Belfast or Limerick ? He 
believed that even in the present temper of the people of 
England, they would not submit to the project of Union, if 
they thought that the Irish members were to have any influence 
on British legislature. What then we could not suffer, we 
ought not to impose. 

We ought not to presume to legislate for a nation, in whose 
feelings and affections, wants and interests, opinions and pre- 
judices, we have no sympathy. It can only be attempted on 
the principle of the most arrogant despotism. It was an attack 
on the pride of a gallant nation, and was calculated to reduce 
them to the state, as many of their own patriots had said, of 
a dependent province ; and it was, in his opinion, a most 
audacious attempt, after all that appeared in that country, since 
it was adding insult to injury, to call it a measure in which the 
Irish acquiesced. When martial law was proclaimed, to tell 
them that you will do this because you will it, and to denomi- 
nate the forced silence of the country a consent, is to add 
insult to injury. He had thought it his duty to say so much, 
as misrepresentations were abroad as to his sentiments on this 
subject ; and he was desirous of informing all who might take 
any interest in his opinions on the matter, that he certainly was 
of opinion, that the principles of Whiggism alone were the 
safe, true, and only ground on which a nation could be 
gOTemed. The chief of these was, that the sovereignty of 
the people was the only legitimate source of that representative 
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system, by which a nation could be secured in its rights and 
liberties." 

Orange The next matter we liave to throw in, Is relative to the 
^^* opposition of Orange Lodges to the Union. The resolu- 
tions that follow, are taken from the newspapers of the 
year 1800, particularly that entitled " The Constitution, or 
Anti-Union Evening Post." 

RESOLUTIONS AGAINST THE UNION. 

Orange Lodge, No. 883, at Newtownharrj/, I6th Feb, 1800. 

There ** That Orangemen ought to come forward as Orangemen 

t»ere and Irishmen, and declare their sentiments against a legislative 

Irish Union, which now, or at any other time, would be of the most 

^^*^th ^^*^^ ^^^ pernicious consequences to the real liberty of Ireland. 

Orange. *< Edmund Beatty, Master. 

J^'° " WiLLOUGHBY BuSTAKD, Dcp. 

" Alex. M'Claughry, Sec." 



Lodges, Nos. 780 and 785, Dublin, Wth March, 1800. 

"That the constitution of 1782, under which our country 
has advanced to greatness with uncommon rapidity, is that 
which as Orangemen we have sworn to defend, and will in- 
violably maintain And we are determined to co-operate 

with our fellow-subjects in every legal and proper method to 
oppose so destructive a measure. 

"J. Charles, Secretary." 



Lodgey 391. — IVaiile Bridge, County Fermanagh, 1st March, 

1800. 

" That strongly attached to the constitution of 1 782, a 
settlement ratified in the most unequivocal manner, so far as 
the faith of nations is binding, we should feel ourselves criminal 
were we to remain silent while an attempt is made to extin- 
guish it. 

** That imprest with every loyal sentiment towards our gra- 
cious sovereign, we trust that the measure of a legislative 
Union, which is contrary to the sense of all Orangemen and 
tfie nation at large, will be relinquished. 

♦« John Moobk, Master." 
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Lodge 428. — Newiown-Builer, 1 8th Marchy 1800. 

" That no lover of his country could have proposed a mea- 
sure ^ught with such destructive consequences ; and that all 
supporters of it should be execrated by their fellow-subjects 
aiul by posterity. 

" John Cobby, Master." 



Lodges 382 and 907. 

" That as Irishmen, we feel insulted by the degrading argu- 
ments held forth in favour of the Union, as if the Lords and 
Commons were so weak, helpless, and ignorant, that they can 
neither support nor legislate for Ireland without British aid." 



Orange Lodge ^ 652. 

" At a full Meeting of Lodge 652, held in Dublin, on Monday 
evening, 3rd of March, 1800, the following resolutions were 
unanimously adopted : — 

'* Resolved unanimously — That as a loyal and Protestant 
Association, attached as we are to our most gracious sovereign 
and happy constitution, we cannot, without the utmost indigna- 
tion and regret, see a resolution from the Grand Lodge, en- 
joining us to silence on the momentous question of a Legislative 
Union. 

" Resolved — That sorry as we are to differ in opinion from 
the Grand Lodge, we should consider our silence as being 
accessory to the annihilation of that constitution, which, as 
Orangemen and Freemen, we have solemnly sworn to support. 

" Resolved — That we consider the friends of that abominable 
measure — a Union with Great Britain — as the greatest enemies 
to our most gracious sovereign — a measure which would destroy 
our existence as a nation, and eventually involve the rights, 
liberties, and even the lives of the people of Ireland. 

" Resolved — That, from the above considerations, we so- 
lemnly protest against that destructive measure, and do call 
upon our brother Orangemen by every legal means to support 
that constitution for which we risked our lives and properties 
in the hour of danger. 

" G. S., Deputy Master. 
" H. F., Secretary. 



Lodgey No. 500, 

At a full meeting of the Orange Lodge, No. 600, held in 
Mountmellick, the 4th day of February, 1800, the following 
address was unanimously agreed to ^«- 
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<^ To Aix Bbothsb Obangemen. 

<< Conscious as we are of our loyalty to his Majesty George 
the Third, and of our attachment to the happy constitution of 
this kingdom as estahlished in 1782, we have beheld with 
surprise and concern an address from the Grand Lodge to all 
Orangemen, entreating them to be silent on a question whereby 
that constitution is vitally attacked, and whereby the loyalty of 
the most valuable part of our countrymen is shaken or en- 
dangered. We cannot think it the duty of an Orangeman to 
submit implicitly in all cases of the utmost moment, to the 
directions of a lodge which is principally composed of persons 
who are under a certain influence, which is exerted against the 
the rights of Ireland ; and while a lodge under such influence 
shall g^ye the law to all Orangemen, we fear that our dearest 
interests will be betrayed. We therefore protest against its 
injunctions of silence, and declare, as Orangemen, as freeholders, 
as Irishmen, in ail the several relations in which we are placed, 
that we consider the extinction of our separate legislature as 
the extinction of the Irish nation. We invite our Brother 
Orangemen to elect without delay a Grand Lodge, which shall 
be composed of men of tried integrity, who shall be unplaced, 
unpensioned, unbought, and who shall avow this best qualifica- 
tion for such a station, that they will support the independence 
of Ireland and the Constitution of 1782. 

" Signed, 

''Henby Deebt, Master. 

"John Robinson, Deputy-Master. 

"Abbaham Hyland, Secretary." 



Orange Lodge 651. 

At a numerous Meeting of the Brethren, it was 

" Resolved unanimously — That we deeply lament the neces- 
sity which compels us to differ from the Grand Lodge, as we 
conceive no body of men whatsoever have so just a right to 
take into serious consideration the subject of a legislative Union 
with Great Britain as Orangemen, who have associated and 
sworn for the sole purpose of supporting their king and con- 
stitution. 

" That we see with unspeakable sorrow an attempt made to 
deprive us of that constitution, of our trade, our rising pros- 
perity, and our existence as a nation, and reducing us to the 
degrading situation of a colony to England. 

<<That we consider this measure but an ill return to men 
who clung to that constitution in the hour of danger and 
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distress^ and risked their lives and properties in its support, to 
bave it snatched from them almost at the moment thej saved it. 

" Sigpned^ 

*^ George Gonite, Master^ 

" Samuel H. Smith, Pro. Sec.** 
DuNm, I9ih Fe6. 1600. 

There were resolutions of a similar nature passed by 
Lodges 184, 467, 413, 167, 544, and many others. 

With regard to the legislative Union between Scotland 
and England, briefly alluded to in our text, a few remarks 
may here be added. 

Two very angry disputes between those countries, 
tended mainly to the adoption of the measure in question. 
First, the dispute in matters of trade ; second, that as to 
the succession to the throne. 

The Scotch had attempted a settlement on the Isthmus 
of Darien, half military and half commercial. The com- 
mercial object was, to facilitate the operations and transac- 
tions of an East India Company, which they were seeking 
to establish in rivalry of England. The latter coimtry 
stopped at nothing to crush this attempt — ^prevented her 
own merchants from taking any share in it, and used influ* 
ence in foreign ports to hinder subscription lists from being 
opened to speculators there. The supplies sent from Scot- 
land, to the brave and hardy band of adventurers who had 
gone to Darien to establish the settlement, were stopped 
on the seas, and the hostility of Spain against the attempt 
was inflamed and encouraged. The result was, the defeat 
of the attempt, and nearly total destruction of those who 
had made it. Not content with this, England kept a fleet 
of twenty-four men of war at sea, for the express purpose 
of cutting up the commerce of Scotland with France. 
Scotch goods were heavily taxed coining into England; 
and, in short, nearly every hostile measure was adopted, 
short of open war. 

This hostility of England was much aggravated by an 
occurrence which took place about the year 1704. The 
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Scotch had fitted out cruizera to endeavour to protect their 
trade, and make retaliations on that of England ; the ship 
Worcester was taken by them, and her commander. Green, 
being recognized as one who had formerly been guilty of 
acts of piracy, "was tried, condemned, and executed. 

The dispute respecting the succession was scarcely a 
more grievous matter of difference. The Scotch parliar- 
ment delayed the " Act of Security" two whole sessions ; 
and when they did at length pass it in the third session, 
they did so, adding a clause^ providing that the successor 
to the throne should not be king of both kingdoms. Their 
object in this was, to endeavour to drive England to terms 
in matters of trade. 

The English parliament resented this, by an act (in the 
session of 1704) entitled an act " to prevent the mischie& 
arising to England from the act of security in Scotland ;" 
and thereupon proceeded to the extremities we have al- 
luded to. 

Powerful secret influences were set at work to corrupt 
the Scottish parliament, and the general poverty of the 
country gave these corrupting influences great advantage. 
We have had quite enough to disgust us in the details of 
the corruption of our own parliament, to incline us to delay 
on that of the Scottish legislature ; and therefore close the 
subject with simply repeating the historical fact, that the 
English artifices and designs were successful. 
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FOE THE 



UNION OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 



(Boyal assent given on Fridaij^ 1st August^ 1800J 



Whereas in pursuance of His Majesty's most gracious recom- The Par- 
mendation to the two Houses of Parliament iu Great Britain liaments 
and Ireland, respectively, t<» consider of such measures as might ^ 'tain^* 
best tend to strengthen and consolidate the connexion between and Ire- 
the two kingdoms, the two Houses of the Parliament of Great land have 
Britain, and the two Houses of the Parliament of Ireland, have resolvedto 
severally agreed and resolved, that in order to promote o-^^d ^^JJ|]gg" 
secure the essential interests of Great Britain and Ireland, and for unit- 
to consolidate the strength, power, and recources of the Bri- ing the 
tish empire, it will be advisable to concur in such measures as *^*' *^^"^' 
may best tend to unite the two kingdoms of Great Britain and 
Ireland into one kingdom, in such manner, and on such terms 
and conditions, as may be established by the acts of the res- 
pective Parliaments of Great Britain and Ireland. 

And Whereas, in furtherance of the said resolution, both ^aid par- 
Houses of the said two Parliaments respectively, have likewise j^^^^ 
agreed upon certain articles for affectuating and establishing agreed 

the said purposes in the tenor following : — upon fol- 

lowing ar- 

ARTICLE FIRST. tides. 

That it be the first article of the Union of the kingdoms of S*^?.** 
Great Britain and Ireland, that the said kingdoms of Great ^^^j jj.g_ 
Britain and Ireland shall, upon the first day of January, which land to be 
shall be in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred united for 
and one, and for ever after, be united into one kingdom, by the ever from 
name of " The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland;*' gry^ jgQ^' 
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and that the rojal style and titles appertaining to the imperial 
crown of the said united kingdom and its dependencies, and 
also the ensigns armorial, flags and hanners thereof, shall he 
such as His Majesty, hy his royal proclamation under the great 
seal of the united kingdom, shall be pleased to appoint. 

AKTICLE SECOND. 

Succes- That it be the second article of Union, that the succession 

Crown to *^ *^® imperial crown of the said united kingdom, and of the 
continue dominions thereunto belonging, shall continue limited and set- 
an at pre- tied in the same manner as the succession to the imperial crown 
sent. q£ lY^Q ^q\^ kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland, now stands 

limited and settled, according to the existing laws and to the 
terms of Union between England and Scotland. 

ABTICLE THIRD. 

One par- That it be the third article of Union, that the said united 
li«»ent. y^^^^ ^ represented in one and the same Parliament, to be 
styled •* The Parliament of the united kingdom of Great Bri- 
tain and Ireland." 

ARTICLE FOURTH. 

^ ^f^A Tha* 5t te the fourth article of Union, that four lords spirit- 
28* ^m- ^ ^^ Ireland, by rotation of sessions, and twenty-eight lords 
poral temporal of Ireland, elected for life by the peers of Ireland, 
Lords to shall be the number to sit and vote on the part of Ireland in 
*i* f*^' the House of Lords of the parliament of the united kingdom ; 
and 100 ^^^ ^^^ hundred commoners, (two for each county of Ireland^ 
Common- two for the city of Dublin, two for the city of Cork, one for 
ers. the University of Trinity College, and one for each of the 

thirty-one most considerable cities, towns, and boroughs,) be 
the number to sit and vote on the part of Ireland in the House 
of Commons of the parliament of the united kingdom. 
The re- That such act as shall be passed in the parliament of Ire- 

presenta- j^^^^ previous to the Union, " to regulate the mode by which 
shall be ^^^ lords spiritual and temporal, and the commons, to serve in 
consider- the parliament of the united kingdom on the part of Ireland, 
ed as part shall be summoned and returned to the said parliament,** shall 
S; . be considered as forming part of the treaty of Union, and 

shall be incorporated in the acts of the respective parliaments 
by which the said Union shall be ratified and established. 
Rotation That all questions touching the rotation or elections of lords 
and elec- spiritual or temporal of Ireland to sit in the parliament of the 
Lords spi- ^^^^^^©^1 kingdom, shall be decided by the House of Lords there- 
ritual and of ; and whenever by reason of an equality of votes in the 
temporal election of any such lords temporal^ a complete election shall 
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not be made according to the true intent of this article, the 
names of those peers for whom such equality of votes shall be 
so given, shall be written on pieces of paper of a similar form,, 
and shall be put into a glass by the clerk of the parliaments at 
the table of the House of Lords whilst the House is sitting, 
and the peer or peers whose name or names shall be first drawn 
out by the clerk of the parliaments shall be deemed the peer 
or peers elected, as the case may be. 

That any person holding any peerage of Ireland now sub- Irish 
sisting, or hereafter to be created, shall not thereby be dis- P^®" ^^^ 
qualified from being elected to serve, if he shall so think fit, ^g^ted to 
or from serving or continuing to serve, if he shall so think fit, serve as 
for any county, city, or borough of Great Britain, in the House peers, may 
of Commons of the united kingdom, unless he shall have been ^'"X? ^ 
previously elected as above to sit in the House of Lords of the Common- 
united kingdom ; but that so long as such peer of Ireland shall ers, dur- 
so continue to be a member of the House of Commons, he ing which 
shall not be entitled to the privilege of peerage, nor be capable *""® *^®^ 
of being elected to serve as a peer on the part of Ireland, or of elected to 
voting at any such election, and that he shall be liable to be serve as 
sued, indicted, proceeded against, and tried as a commoner, for peers, 
any offence with which he may be charged. 

That it shall be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and succes- Creation 
sors, to create peers of that part of the united kingdom called ~^ 
Ireland, and to make promotions in the peerage thereof after the 
Union, provided that no new creation of any such peers shall 
take place after the Union, until three of the peerages of Ire-^ 
land which shall have been existing at the time of the Union 
shall have become extinct, and upon such extinction of three 
peerages, that it shall be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and 
successors, to create one peer of that part of the united king- 
dom called Ireland, and in like manner so often as three peer- 
ages of that part of the united kingdom called Ireland shall 
become extinct, it shall be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and 
successors, to create one other peer of the said part of the 
united kingdom ; and if it shall happen that the peers of that 
part of the united kingdom called Ireland shall by extinction 
of peerages, or otherwise, be reduced to the number of one 
hundred, exclusive of all such peers of that part of the united 
kingdom called Ireland as shall hold any peerage of Great 
Britain subsisting at the time of the Union, or of the united 
kingdom created since the Union, by which such peers shall 
be entitled to an hereditary seat in the House of Lords of the 
united kingdom, then and in that case it shall and may be 
lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and successors, to create one 
peer of that part of the united kingdom called Ireland, as 
often as any one of such one hundred peerages shall fail by 

J 
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extinction, or as often as any one peer of that part of the 
united kingdom called Ireland shall become entitled by des- 
cent or creation to an hereditary seat in the House of Lords 
of the united kingdom ; it being the true intent and meaning 
of this article, that at all times after the Union it shall and 
may be lawful for his Majesty, his heirs and successors, to keep 
up the peerage of that part of the united kingdom called 
Ireland to the number of one hundred, oyer and aboye the 
number of such of the said peers as shall be entitled by descent 
or creation to an hereditary seat in the House of Lords of the 
united kingdom. 

That if any peerage shall at any time be in abeyance, such 
peerage shall be deemed and taken as an existing peerage, and 
no peerage shall be deemed extinct unless on default of claimants 
to the inheritance of such peerage for the space of one year 
from the death of the person who shall have been last possessed 
thereof, and if no claim shall be made to the inheritance of 
such peerage in such form and manner as may from time to 
time be prescribed by the House of Lords of the united king- 
dom, before the expiration of the said period of a year, then 
and in that case such peerage shall be deemed extinct ; pro- 
vided that nothing herein shall exclude any person from after- 
wards putting in a claim to the peerage so deemed extinct., and 
if such claim shall be allowed as valid by judgment of the 
House of Lords of the united kingdom reported to his Majesty, 
such peerage shall be considered as revived ; and in case any 
new creation of a peerage of that part of the united kingdom 
called Ireland, shall have taken place in the interval, in conse- 
quence of the supposed extinction of such peerage, then no new 
right of creation shall accrue to his Majesty, his heirs or suc- 
cessors^ in consequence of the next extinction which shall take 
place of any peerage of that part of the united kingdom called 
Ireland. 

That all questions touching the election of members to sit on 
the part of Ireland in the House of Commons of the United 
Kingdom, shall be heard and decided in the same manner as 
questions touching such elections in Great Britain now are, or 
at any time hereafter shall by law be heard and decided, sub- 
ject, nevertheless, to such particular regulations in respect of 
Ireland as from local circumstances the parliament of the united 
kingdom may fi'om time to time deem expedient. 

That the qualifications in respect of property of the members 
elected on the part of Ireland to sit in the House of Commons 
of the united kingdom, shall be respectively the same as are 
now provided by law in the cases of elections for counties and 
cities and boroughs respectively in that part of Great Britaia 
called England, unless any other provision aball hereaffiev b« 
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made in that respect bj act of parliament of the united kin^- as inEng- 

dom* ^*"^ 

That when his Majesty, his heirs or successorsi shall declare How the 
his, her, or their pleasure, for holding the first or any subse- P*™- 
quent parliament of the united kingdom, a proclamation shall ^^^^ united 
issue under the great seal of the united kingdom, to cause the kingdom 
lords spiritual and temporal, and commons who are to serve in sli^U be 
the parliament thereof on the part of Ireland, to be returned in f °?'?" 
.uch manner a* by any act of this present session of the par- '"*^'*' 
liament of Ireland shall be provided ; and that the lords spirit- 
ual and temporal and commons of Great Britain shall, together 
with the lords spiritual and temporal, and commons so returned, 
as aforesaid, on the part of Ireland, constitute the two houses 
of the parliament of the united kingdom. 

That if his Majesty, on or before the first day of January, In what 
one thousand eight hundred and one, on which day the Union ca^e the 
is to take place, shall declare under the great seal of Great P^*®^* 
Britain, that it is expedient that the Lords and Commons of ^f y^Q^i^ 
the present parliament of Great Britain should be the members Houses in 
of the respective houses of the first parliament of the united Cr. Britain 
kingdom on the part of Great Britain, then the said lords and ^'**^* "® 
commons of the present parliament of Great Britain shall of grat 
accordingly be the members of the respective houses of the parlia- 
first parliament of the united kingdom on the part of Great ™®°* o^ 
Britain, and they, together with the lords, spiritual and tem- b*^«j?^m 
poral, and commons so summoned and returned as above, on 
the part of Ireland, shall be the lords, spiritual and temporal, 
and commons, of the first parliament of the united kingdom, 
and such first parliament may (in that case) if not sooner dis- 
solved, continue to sit so long as the present parliament of Great 
Britain may now by law continue to sit, if not sooner dissolv- 
ed : provided always, that until an act shall have passed in the ^° °*^® 
parliament of the united kingdom, providing in what cases per- j^^^ 
sons holding offices or places of profit under the crown in Ire- Common* 
land, shall be incapable of being members of the House of ers hold- 
Commons of the parliament of the united kingdom, no greater ing placfs 
number of members than twenty holding such offices or places, ^j^^ united 
as aforesaid, shall be capable of sitting in the said House of parlia- 
Commons of the parliament of the united kingdom ; and if such ment; and 
a number of members shall be returned to serve in the said " ™ore be 
house, as to make the whole number of members of the said ^j^g ggj^^g 
house holding such offices or places, as aforesaid, more than of the last 
twenty, then, and in such case, the seats or places of such shall be 
members as shall have last accepted such offices or places shall vacated. 
be vacated, at the option of such members, so as to reduce the 
number of members holding such offices or places to the num- 
ber of twenty ; and no person holding any such office or place 
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shall be ciqMtble of being elected, or of sitting in the said house. 
Oaths to while there are twenty persons holding such offices or places 
be taken sIj^^Iqi* ^h i\^q f^{^ house ; and that every one of the lords of 

ng now ' V 

presciib- parliament of the united kinfi^om, and ererj member of the 
ed by par- House of Commons of the umted kingdom, in the first and all 
^ment of succeeding parliaments, shall, until the parliament of the united 
B^tidn kingdom shall otherwise provide, take the oaths, and make and 
subscribe the declaration, and take and subscribe the oath now 
bj law enjoined to be taken, made, and subscribed by the lords 
and commons of the pariiament of Great Britain. 
Privi- That the lords of parliament on the part of Ireland, in the 

^^'g House of Lords of the united kingdom, shall at all times have 
ranlu/and the same privileges of parliament which shall belong to the 
preceden- lords of parliament on the part of Great Britain; and the 
T^ Jjf lords spiritual and temporal respectively on the part of Ire- 
spiritual ^^^^> shall at all times have the same rights in respect of their 
and tern- sitting and voting upon the trial of peers, as the lords spiritual 
poral in and temporal respectively on the part of Great Britain ; and 
the impe- ^|jg^^ ^i[ lords spiritual of Ireland shall have rank and pre- 
liament" cedency next and immediately after the lords spiritual of the 
same rank and degree of Great Britain, and shall enjoy all 
privileges as fully as the lords spiritual of Great Britain do 
now, or may hereafter enjoy the same, the right and privilege 
of sitting in the House of Lords, and the privileges depending 
thereon, and particularly the right of sitting on the trial of 
peers, excepted ; and that the persons holding any temporal 
peerages of Ireland, existing at the time of the Union, shall, 
from and after the Union, have rank and precedency next and 
immediately after all the persons holding peerages of the like 
orders and degrees in Great Britain, subsisting at the time of 
the Union ; and that all peerages of Ireland, created after the 
Union, shall have rank and precedency with the peerages of the 
united kingdom so created, according to the dates of their crea- 
tions ; and that all peerages, both of Great Britain and Ire- 
land, now subsisting, or hereafter to be created, shall, in all 
other respects from the date of the Union, be considered as 
peerages of the united kingdom, and that the peers of Ireland 
shall, as peers of the united kingdom, be sued and tried as peers, 
except as aforesaid, and shall enjoy all privileges of peers as 
fully as the peers of Great Britain ; the right and privilege of 
sitting in the House of Lords, and the privileges depending 
thereon, and the right of sitting on the trial of peers, only 
excepted. 

ARTICLE FIFTH. 

tSng- That it be the fifth article of Union, that the churches o^ 

' and England and Ireland, as now by l^w established, be united into 
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one Protestant episcopal churchy to be called " The united Ireland 

into one. 



Church of England and Ireland ;" and that the doctrine, wor- P"^*®** 



ship, discipline, and government of the said united church, shall 
be, and shall remain in full force for ever, as the same are now (^^^uf ^h of 
by law established for the church of England ; and that the Scotland 
continuance and preservation of the said united church, as the to conti- 
established church of England and Ireland, shall be deemed and °"® *^ ** 
taken to be an essential and fundamental part of the Union ; ^j^^gh- 
aad that in like, manner the doctrine, worship, discipline, and ed. 
goremment of the church of Scotland shall remain and be 
preserved as the same are now established by law, and by the 
acts for the Union of the two kingdoms of Englandand Scot- 
land. 

ARTICLE SIXTH. 

That it be the sixth article of Union, that his Majesty's Subjects 
subjects of Great Britain and Ireland shall, from and after the of Great 
first day of January, one thousand eight hundred and one, be ^'^^i^ 
entitled to the same privileges, and be on the same footing as i^^^^ ^ 1,^ 
to encotiragements and bounties on the like articles, being the on same 
growth, produce, or manufacture of either country respectively footing 
and generally, in respect of trade and navigation in all ports j ™i^i 
and places in the united kingdom and its dependencies ; and 
that in all treaties made by his Majesty, his heirs and sue* 
eessors, with any foreign power, his Majesty's subjects of 
Ireland shall have the same privileges, and be on the same 
footing as his Majesty's subjects of Great Britain. r b *^ 

That from the first day of January one thousand eight hun- qq expo^ 
died and one, all prohibitions and bounties oti the export of ar- tation of 
tides the g^rowth, produce, or manufacture of either country to Produce 
the other shall ceaise and determine, and that the said articles ^|^ty«o 
shall thenceforth be exported froisi one country to the other the other. 
without duty or bounty on such export* A.11 arti- 

That all articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of either cles the 
eoimtry, (not herein-after enumerated ai^ subject to specific produce 
duties,) shatt from thenceforth be imported into eatfh country ^^^^ 
firom the other, free from duty, other than such countervailing ghaii be 
duties on the several articles enuxnerated in the schedule No. I, imported 
A and B, hereunto annexed, as are therein specified, or to such ^ ^^^ " 
other countervailing duties as shall hereafter be itiiposed by the cent tho^ 
parliament ef the united kingdom, in the manner herein-after in sche- 
jHTOTftded^ and that for the period of twenty years from the dule 1. 
Union, the articles enumerated in the schedule No. II, hereunto Duties in 
annexed, shall be subject, on importation into each country from o t^^^hi^ 
the other, to the duties specified in the said schedule No. II. — p^^ ^^^ 
And the woollen manufactures, known by the names of old and 20 years, 

2 A 
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Duty on new drapery, shall pay on imp6rtation into each country froni the 
Woollen ^ther, the duties now payable on importation into Ireland, 
ture. " ^^^^ *^^ hops, on importation into Ireland from Great Bri- 
Duties on **^"> duties not exceeding those which are now paid on impor- 
salt, hops, tation into Ireland ; and coals, on importation into Ireland irom 
and coals, Great Britain, shall be subject to burthens not exceeding those 
as at pre- ^^ which they are now subiect. 

P That calicoes and muslins shall, on their importation itito 

tion r^l either country from the other, be subject and liable to the duties 
pecting now payable on the same, on the importation thereof from Great 
calicoes Britain into Ireland, until the fifth day of January, one thousand 
wid mus- eight hundred and eight ; and from and after the said day the 
' said duties shall hb annually reduced by equal proportions as 

near as may be in each year, so as that the said duties shall 
stand at ten per centum, from and after the fifth day of January, 
one thousand eight hundred and sixteen, until the fifth day of Ja- 
nuary, one thousand eight hundred and twenty-one ; and that cot- 
ton yarn and cotton twist shall, on their importation into either 
also res- country from the other, be subject and liable to the duties now 
pecting payable upon the same, on the importation thereof from Great 
variTand ^**^t*"^ ^^to Ireland, until the fifth day of January, one thousand 
cotton eight hundred and eight ; and from and after the said day, the 
twist. said duties shall be annually reduced by equal proportions as near 

as may be in each year, so as that all duties shall cease on the 
said articles from and after the fifth day of January, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and sixteen. 
Produce That any articles of the groT^-th, produce, or manafactnre of 
of either either country, which are or may be subject to internal duty, or 
country, iq ^^^y qj^ i\^q materials of which they are composed, may be made 
internal ^ subject, on their importation into each country respectively from 
dutw shall the other, to such countervailing duty as shall appear to be just 
on iaif>ur- and reasonable in respect of such internal duty or duties on the 
tat ion into materials, and that for the said purposes the articles specified in 
country* the said schedule. No. I, A and B> shall be subject to the duties 
be subject set forth therein, liable to be taken off, diminished, or increased 
to coun- in the manner herein specified, and that upon the export of the 
d^T** fc ^ said articles from each country to the other respectively, a drmw- 
vtd/scfae- ^^^^^ shall be given equal in amount to the countervailing^ duty 
dule 1, A payable on such articles on the import thereof into the same 
and B. country from the other, and that in like manner in future it 
shall be competent to the united parliament to impose any new 
or additional countervailing duties, or to take off or diminish 
such existing countervailing duties, as may appear on like piiii- 
ciples to be just and reasonable^ in respect of any {btnre or mdr 
ditional internal duty on any article oi the growth, produce^ or 
^ manufacture of either country, or of any new or additionai 

^^ duty on any materials of which such artide may be composed, or 

^^ of anv abatement of dutv on the same, and that when anv such 
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Hew or additional countervailing duty shall be so imposed^ on 
the import of any article into either country from the other, a 
drawback equal in amount to such countervailing duty, shall be 
given in like manner on the export of every such article respec- 
tively, from the same country to the other. 

That all articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of either 
country, when exported through the other, shall, in all cases be 
exported subject to the same charges as if they had been ex- 
ported directly from the country of which they were the growth, 
produce, or manufacture. 

That all duty charged on the import of foreign or colonial 
goods, into either country, shall, on their export to the other, be 
either drawn .back, or the amount (if any be retained) shall be 
placed to the credit of the country to which they shall be so ex- 
ported, so long as the expenditure of the united kingdom shall 
be defrayed by proportional contributions ; provided always, 
that nothing herein shall extend to take away any duty, bounty^ 
or prohibition, which exists with respect to corn, meal, malt, 
flour, or biscuit, but that all duties, bounties, or prohibitions on 
the said articles may be regulated, varied, or repealed, from 
time to time, as the united parliament shall deem expedient. 



Sftme 
charges 
on pro- 
duce of 
either 
country 
exported 
throuffh 
the other. 

Regula* 
tion res* 
pecting 
duty on 
colonial 
or foreign 
produce, 
not to ex- 
tend to 
com, &c. 



SCHEDtrUB, NO. H. 



Of the articles charged with the duties specified upon impor* 
tation into Great Britain and Ireland respectively, accord- 
ing to the sixth article of the Union. 



Apparel 

Brass^ wrought 

Cabinet ware 

Coaches and other Carriages 

Copper, wrought 

Cottons, other than Calicoes and Muslins 

Glass 

Haberdashery 

Hats 

Tin-plates, vrrought Iron, and Hardware 

Grold and Silver Lace, Gold and Silver Thread, Bullion 

for Lace, Pearl and Spangles 
Millinery 
Paper, stained 
Pottery 

Saddlery, and other manufactured Leather 
Silk manufacture 
Stockings 

2 a2 






CD 



O 
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Qjg_g^ Thmt i* b» th» Mvesdi avtiela o£ Umoay that the chaige 
for debts arising' from the pajm^rt of the iatcrest and the sii^ing food 
incinzmi £ar the retluc tioi i of the pgineipal of the deht inciunred in either 
frniwiinM hingdom before the Uiuob» shaH contmiie to be separately 
SSrT d^ dsfrayed by Ghreat Brilais and Irehuod respectiTri j» except aa 
IJnioi^ faereioalier prwideQ* 

shsUbe That for die space of twenty years after the Union shall 

'^^^ take places die coirtribatiM of Great Britain ani Ireknd 
^^ r e sp e ctL rely, towarda the espenditiize of the united kingdom in 
For JD «ach year> ahidi be daiarayed in the proportion of fifteen parta 
>*««» tb» £or Great Britain^ and twe pasta Iw Ireland ; that at the ex-- 
tTo!!? w- P^f!^^ ^ ^ ^^ t wpea ty yean» the fntnre expuiditiKe of th» 
^^ ^j^ ' united kingdom (other tfau the interest and eharges of th«i 
P«iHtitura debt to which eidier country ^lall he separat^y liaUe) shall 
ui' UriMt be deinrayed in such proportion aa the parliammt of the unitedL 



^^^ kingdem shall deem jnat and reaaonaUe^ npon a comparison of 

Uim|» «b«U the real wilva of the saiporta and imports of the reiqpective 

bw 15 countriefi> upon an average ai the three years next preceding 

tu % after the period of reyision, or on a comparison of the value of 

which UM ^^ qtiandties of the following articles consumed within the 

tioii* msy x^^^^^^o countries on a smular aTerage, tu. : beer, spirits^ 

bi» altered sugar, wine> tea, tobacco, and malt, or according to the ag- 

<i» herein, gregate prop o rdeo resulting from both these consideradona 

eoBibuied* or on a eon^arison of the amount of income in each 

country, estimated frt>m the produce ioar the same period 

of a ffeneral tax, if such shall have been imposed on the same 

descriptions of income in both countries ; and that the par« 

liament of the united kingdom shall afterwards |Mroceed in 

like maimer to rerise and fix the said propordons aocord- 

ing to the same rules, or any of them, at periods not more 

distant than twenty years, nor less than seyen years from each 

other, unless previous to any such period the parliament 

of the united kingdom shall have declared, as herein^aftei^ 

provided, that the expenditure of the united kingdom shall be 

defrayed indiscriminately by equal taxes imposed on the like 

o/lnS«nd Wfticles in both countries. 

nhall be a That for the defraying the said expenditure, according to thd 
ooniolida- rules above laid down, the revenues of Ireland shall hereafter 
^i^^Ki o^^^titute a consolidated fund, which shall be charged in the 
tofnterett ^^ instance with the interest of the debt of Ireland, axid widk 
ig the' sinking fund, applicable to the reduction of the said debl^ 
and the remainder shall be applied towards defraying the pro* 
J*^" poi(ftion of the expenditure of the united kingdom to which Ire* 
uniuS **"*^ ^^y ^® liable in each year. 
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' That the proportion of contribution to which Great Brit^ No arti- 
and Ireland will be liable, shall be raised by such taxes in each ?^j^ P^ 
country respectiyely, as the parliament of the united kingdom hereafter 
^laU, from time to time, deem fit; provided always that^ in be more 
regulating the taxes in each country by which their respective highlv 
proportions shall be levied, no article in Ireland shall be made J«|fl *!»«» 
liable to any new or additional duty by which the whole amount lau^},"^' 
of duty payable thereon would exceed the amount which will 
be thereafter payable in England on the like article. 

That if, at the end of any year, any surplus shall accrue from Applica- 
the revenues of Ireland after defraying the interest, sinking tion of 
fund, and proportional contribution, and separate charges to sui^lus of 
which the said country shall then be liable, taxes shall be taken ^^^^^^o- 
off to the amount of such surplus, or the surplus shall be ap- Ireland. 
plied by the parliament of the united kingdom to local purposes 
in Ireland, or to make good any deficiency which may arise in 
the revenues of Ireland in time of peace, or be invested by the 
commissioners of the national debt of Ireland in the funds, to 
aocumulate for the benefit of Ireland, at compound interest, in ease 
of the con^bution of Ireland in time of war ; provided that the 
surplus so to accumulate shall, at no future period, be suffered 
io exceed the sum of five millions. 

That all monies to be raised after the Union by loan, in All mo- 
peace or war, for the service of the united kingdom, by the ^f^ 
parliament thereof, shall be considered to be a joint debt, and ^the 
the charges thereof shall be borne by the respective countries Union 
in the prc^rtion of their respective contributions ; provided that shall be a 
if at any time in raising their respective contributions hereby J^"^* ^®'*** 
fixed for each country, the parliament of the united kingdom What 
shall judge it fit to raise a greater proportion of such respective shall be 
contributions in one country within the year than in the other, done 
or to set apart a greater proportion of sinking fund for the ^^te* 
liquidation of the whole, or any part of the loan raised on ac- propor- 
count of the one country than of that raised on account of the tron shall 
other country, then such part of the said loan for the liquida* ^® raised- 
tion of which different provisions shall have been made for the ^T^ . 
respective countries, shall be kept distinct, and shall be borne by t>ne coun- 
each separately, and only that part of the said loan be deemed try than 
joint and common for the reduction of which the respective i** *be 
countries shall have made provision in the proportion of their ^ ^* 
respective contributions. 

That if at any future day, the separate debt of each country In what 
respectively shall have been liquidated, or if the values of their f**®* ?*® 
respective debts (estimated according to the amount of the in- JJ^if]^ 
terest and annuities attending the same, and of the sinking ment may 
ftmd applicable to the reduction thereof, and to the period declare 
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that fii- within which the whole capital of such deht shall appear to be 

ture ex- redeemable by such sinking: fiind) shall be to each other in the 

ghall be **"^6 proportion with the respective contributions of each 

deirajed country respectively, or if the amount by which the value of 

by equal the larger of such debts shall vary from such proportion shall 

taxes on j,^^ exceed one-hundredth part of the said value, and if it shall 

same arti— 

cles, sub- ftpp^ar *o the parliament of the united kingdom that the res- 

ject to pective circumstances of the two countries will thenceforth 

particular admit of their contributing indiscriminately, by equal taxes 

exem^ imposed on the same articles in each, to the future expenditure 

Ireland ^^ ^he united kingdom, it shall be competent to the parliament 

and Scot> of the united kingdom to declare that all future expense thence« 

land, forth to be incurred, together with the interest and charges of 

all joint debts contracted previous to such deetaration, shall be 

so defrayed indiscriminately, by equal taxes imposed on the 

fiame articles in each country, and thenceforth, irom time to 

time, as circumstances may require, to impose and apply such 

taxes accordingly, subject only to such particular exemptions 

or abatements in Ireland, and in that part of Great Britain 

called Scotland, as circumstances may appear from time to 

^^ time to demand. 

cWatioEu That from the period of such declaration, it shall no longer 
no spe- ^6 necessary to regelate the contribution of the two countries 
cific pro- towards the future expenditure of the united kingdom accdr* 
portion of ^jj^g ^q n^y specific proportion, or according to any of the rules 
tion, but ^^^^'^ before prescribed ; provided nevertheless, that the inter- 
separate est or charges which may remain on account of any part of the 
iaterest & separate debt with which either country shall be chargeable, 
charges g^^j Tj^hich shall not be liquidated or consolidated proportionably 
shall be ** above, shall, until extinguished, continue to be defrayed, by 
defrayed separate taxes in each country. 

separately That a sum not less than the sum which has been granted by 
Premiums the parliament of Ireland, on the average of six years imme- 
for agn- diately preceding the first day of January, in the year one 
manufoc- thousand eight hundred, in premiums for the internal encourage- 
tures, and ment of agriculture or manufacturers, or for the maintaining 
pious pur* institutions for pious and charitable purposes, shall be applied 
P^^V for the period of twenty years after the Union, to such local 
continued Purposes in Ireland in such manner as the parliament of the 
SOyearsin united kingdom shall direct. 

Ireland. That from and after the first day of January, one thousand 

Applica- eight hundred and one, all public revenue arising to the united 
tion of re- kingdom from the territorial dependencies thereof, and applied 
venue ari- ^o the general expenditure of the united kingdom, shall be so 
l^^ntorid *Ppl^®<^ ^^ the proportions of the respective contributions of the 
^Vkenden* two countries. 

1 
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ARTICLE EIGHTH. 



Tliat it be the eighth article of Union, that all laws in force All civil 
at the time of the Union, and all the courts of civil and ecclesi- and eccle- 
astical jurisdiction, within the respective kingdoms, shall remain siastical 
as now by law established within the same, subject only to such ^.Q^^g 
alterations and regulations, from time to time, as circumstances shall re- 
may appear to the parliament of the united kingdom to require ; main as 
provided that all writs of error and appeals depending at the ?-^j!^**^" 
time of the Union, or hereafter to be brought, and which subject to 
might now be finally decided by the House of Lords of either future d- 
kingdom, shall, from and after the Union, be finally decided by terations ; 
the House of Lords of the united kingdom, and provided, that Writs of 
from and after the Union there shall remain in Ireland an in- ©rro*" ^^^ 
stance Court of Admiralty, for the determination of causes, ?*^^ 
civil and maritime only; and that the appeal from sentences of by lords of 
the said court shall be to his Majesty's delegates, in his Court united 
of Chancery, in that part of the united kingdom called Ireland ; kingdom ; 
and that all laws at present in force in either kingdom, which Court of 
shall be contrary to any of the provisions which may be en- ^dmiralty 
acted by any act for carrying these articles into effect, be from ^th an* 
and after the Union repealed. peal to 

And whereas the said articles having, by address of the re- chancery 
spective houses of parliament in Great Britain and Ireland, *nlreland; 
been humbly laid before his Majesty, his Majesty has been gra- ^y j^^^^ 
ciously pleased to approve the same, and to recommend it to his repealed. 
two houses of parliament in Great Britain and Ireland, to con- g^^jj g^^_ 
sider of such measures as may be necessary for giving effect to cles were 
the said articles ; in order therefore to give full effect and va- approved 
lidity to the same, be it enacted by the King's most excellent ^.^ ^^ 
Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the lords /^ ^' 
spiritual and temporal, and commons in this present parliament ^ ^^^'' 
assembled, and by the authority of the same, that the said fore- hereby 
going recited articles, each and every one of them, according declared 
to the true import and tenor thereof, be ratified, confirmed, and to be the 
approved, and be, and they are hereby declared to be, the ^^ u *^ 
articles of the Union of Great Britain and Ireland, and the ^^^ ^q ' 
same shall be in force and have effect for ever, from the first force for 
day of January, which shall be in the year of our Lord one ®ver from 
thousand eight hundred and one ; provided, that before that igoj "' 
period an act shall have been passed by the parliament of Great 
Britain, for carrying into effect, in the like manner, the said 
foregoing recited articles. 

2. And whereas a bill, entitled, an act to regulate the mode Recital of 
hf which the Lords spiritual and temporal^ and the Commons *"® '"^P'"®- 
to serve in the parliament of the united kingdom on the part ^^t passed 
of Jrelandy shall he summoned and returned to the said par- this ses- 
liamentf has passed the two houses of the parliament of this sion. 



1 
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kingdom^ the tenor whereof is as follows : — *' An act to rege- 
late the mode by which the lords spiritual and temporal, and 
the commons, to serve in the parliament of the united kingdom 
on the part of Ireland, shall be summoned and returned to the 
By 4th said parliament." Whereas it is agreed bj the fourth article 
article of of Union, that four lords q>iritual of Ireland, bj rotation of 
41 ds^" sessions, and twenty-eight lords temporal of Ireland, elected 
spiritual, ^^^ ^^^ ^J ^^^ peers of Ireland ; shall be the number to sit 
and 28 and vote on the part of Ireland in the House of Lords of the 
ten^oral, parliament of the united kingdom, and one hundred commoners, 
common- (two for each county of Ireland, two for the city of Dublin, two 
era are to ^^^ ^^^ ^^^7 ^^ Cork, one for the college of the Holy Trinity of 
sit and Dublin, and one for each of the thirty-one most considerable 
▼ote OD cities, towns, and boroughs, be the number to sit and vote on 
Irelwd ]n ^^^ P^*^ ^^ Ireland in the House of Commons of the parlia- 
tbe impe- mcnt of the united kingdom ; be it enacted by the king's most 
rial parlia- excellent majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the 
ment. lords spiritual and temporal, and commons, in this present par* 
liament assembled, imd by the authority of the same, that the 
?f "h ^^^^ ^"°™" lords spiritual shall be taken from among the lords . 
spiritual spiritual of Ireland in the manner following, that is to say, 
shall be that one of the four archbishops of Ireland, and three of the 
returned eighteen bishops of Ireland, shall sit in the House of Lords of 
for each ^.j^^ united parliament in each session thereof; that said right ci 
rotation, s^^^^^g being regulated as between the said archbishops re- 
spectively by a rotation among the archi^iscopal sees from 
session to session, and in like manner that of the bishops by 
a like rotation among the episcopal sees ; that the primate of 
all Ireland for the time being shall sit in the first session <^ the 
parliament of the united kingdom, the archbishop of Dublin, 
for the time being, in the second, the archbishop of Cashel, for 
the time being, in the third, the archbishop of Tuam, for the 
time being, in the fourth, and so by rotation of sessions for 
ever ; such rotation to proceed regularly and without interrup- 
tion from session to session, notwithstaxMling any dissolution or 
expiration of parliament ; that three suffragan bishops shall in 
like manner sit acc<»*ding to rotation of their sees, from session 
to session, in the following order ; the lord bishop of Meath, 
the lord bishop of Kildare, the lord bishop of Derry in the 
first session of the parliament of the united kingdom ; the lard 
bishop of Raphoe, the lord bishop of Limerick, Ardfert, and 
Aghadoe, the lord bishop of Dromore, in the second session of 
the parliament of the united kingdom ; the lord bishop of El- 
phin, the lord bishop of Down and Connor, the lord bishop of 
Waterford and Lismore, in the third session of the parliament 
of the united kingdom ; the lord bishop of Leighlin and Ferns, 
the lord bishop of Cloyne, the lord bishop of Cork and Ross, in 
the fourth session of the parliament of the united kingdom ; 
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the lord bishop of Killaloe and itilfenora, the lord bishop of 
KUnkore, the lord l>i8hop of Clogher, in the fifth session of the 
pfif4isnient of the united kingdom ; the lord bishop of Ossorj, 
the lord bishop of Killala ana Achonry, the lord bi^iop of Cion- 
fert and Kilmaeduagh, in the siirth session of the parliament of lo^^^m^ 
the united kingdom ; the said rotation to be nevertheless sub- poraj g^ali 
jeet to such variation therefrom, from time to time as herein oe chosen 
after provided ; that the said twenty- eight lords temporal ^^^ l»f® i" 
shall be ehosen by all the temporal peers of Ireland, in the JI^JI^'j:. 
maimer herein after provided ; that eaeh of the said lords tern- rected ; 
poral so chosen shall be entitled to sit in the House of Lords ^nd in 
of the parliament of the united kingdom during his life, and 5*^ ^ 
in case of his death, or forfeiture of any of the said lords tem- forfeiture 
poraly the temporal peers of Ireland shall, in the manner herein others 
after provided, dioose another peer out of their own number shall be 
to supply the place so vacant. chosen. 

3. And be it enacted, that of the one hundred Commoners to ^4 com- 
sit on the part of Ireland in the united parliament, sixty-four J^*^"^^^ 
shall be chosen for the counties, and thirty-six for the following ^^^ ^nd ' 
cities and boroughs, viz. : — For each county of Ireland, two ; for 36 for d- 
the city of Dublin, two ; for the city of Cork, two; for the Col- ties and 
lege of the Holy Trinity of Dublin, one ; for the city of Water- ^^o"«^- 
ford, one ; for the city of Limerick, one ; for the borough of 
Belfast, one ; for the county and town of Drogheda, one ; for 
county and town of Carrickfergus, one; for the borough of 
Newry, one ; for the city of Kilkenny, one ; for the city of Lon- 
donderry, one ; for the town of Gal way, one ; for the borough 

of Clonmel, one ; for the town of Wexford, one ; for the town 
ctf Youghal, one.; for the town of Bandonbridge, one ; for the 
borough of Armagh, one ; for the borough of Dundalk, one ; for 
the town of Kinsale, one ; for the borough of Lisbum, one ; for 
the borough of Sligo, one ; for the borough of Catherlough, 
one ; for the borough of Ennis, one ; for the borough of Dun- 
garvan, one ; for the borough of Downpatrick, one ; for the 
borough of Coleraine, one ; for the town of MaUow, one ; for 
the borough of Athlone, one ; for the town of New Ross, one ; 
for the borough of Tralee, one ; for the city of Cashel, one ; for 
die borough of Duugannon, one ; for the borough of Portar- 
lington, one ; for the borough of Enniskillen, one. 

4. And be it enacted, that in case of the summoning of a new When va- 
parliament, or if the seat of any of the said Commoners shall be- ^"^^^^ , 
come vacant by death or otherwise, then the said counties, gaScoun- 
dities, or boroughs, or any of them, as the case may be, shall ties, ci- 
proceed to a new election ; and that all the other towns, cities, ^^* ^ 
corporations, or borouerhs, other than the aforesaid, shall cease °^''*^*^?™» 
to elect representatives to serve m parliament ; and no meetmg tlons shsdl 
ahall at anv time hereafter be summoned, called, convened, or be held. 
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all held for the purpose of electing any person or persons to serve 

'^ or act» or be considered as representative or representatives of any 

11 cease ^^^^^ place^ town, city, corporation^ or borough^ other than the 

elect aforesaid, or as representative or representatives of the freemen^ 

nless freeholders, householders, or inhabitants thereoi^ either in the par- 

^^^^^ liament of the united kingdom or elsewhere (unless it shall here- 

rovided) ^^^ ^ Otherwise provided by the parliament of the united king* 

Persons dom) ; and every person summoning, calling, or holding any such 

concerned meeting or assembly, or taking any part in any such election or 

iii such pretended election, shall, being thereof duly convicted, incur and 

pretended g|i£Rgr the pains and penalties ordained and provided by the sta- 

shall suffer ^^^® of provision and praemunire made in the sixteenth year of the 

penalties, reign of Richard the Second. 

&c. as by 5, For the due election of the persons to be chosen to sit in 

10 R. 2. ^i^g respective houses of the parliament of the united kingdom on 

On the the part of Ireland, be it enacted, that on the day following that 

aay.'ol- on which the act for establishin&: the Union shall have received 

royal ^^^ royal assent, the Primate of all Ireland, the Lord Bishop of 

assent for Meath, the Lord Bishop of Kildare, and the Lord Bishop of 

Union.the Derry, shall be, and they are hereby declared to be, the 

BishoDsof ^^®presentatives of the lords spiritual of Ireland in the par- 

Meath, liament of the united kingdom, for the first session thereof; 

Kildare, and that the temporal peers of Ireland shall assemble at twelve 

*"^ 1^®"7 of the clock on the same day as aforesaid, in the now accustomed 

reoresen- P^® ^^ meeting of the House of Lords of Ireland, and shall 

tatives for then and there proceed to elect twenty-eight Lords temporal to 

first ses- represent the peerage of Ireland in the parliament of the united 

sion ; on kingdom, in the following manner, that is to say, the names of 

at 12 o'c^* *^® peers shall be called over according to their rank, by the 

lords tern- Clerk of the Crown, or his deputy, who shall then and there attend 

poral shall for that purpose, and each of the said peers who previous to the 

"^Zt^^ ^^^ ^^^\ *°^ '° *^® present parliament, shaUhave actually taken 

peers in ^^^ ^^^^ ^^ ^^^ House of Lords of Ireland, and who shall there 

manner have taken the oaths, and signed the declaration, which are or 

herein di- shall be by law required to be taken and signed by the lords of 

rected. ^jj^ parliament of Ireland, before they can sit and vote in the 

parliament thereof, shall, when his name is called, deliver, either 

by himself or by his proxy, the name of such proxy having been 

previously entered in the books of the House of Lords of Ireland, 

according to the present forms and usages thereof, to the Clerk 

of the Crown or his deputy, (who shall then and there attend 

for that purpose,) a list of twenty-eight of the temporal peers of 

Ireland ; and the Clerk of the Crown, or his deputy, shall then 

and there publicly read the said lists, and shall then and there 

cast up the said lists, and publicly declare the names of the 

Betum of twenty-eight lords who shall be chosen by the majority of votes 

jifet 2B in the said lists, and shall make a return of the said names to 
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the House of Lords of the first parliament of the united king- peers cho- 
dom, and the twenty-eight lords so chosen by the majority of *®"» *° ^® 
votes in the said lists, shall, during their respectiye lives, sit as ^j^^ house 
representatives of the peers of Ireland, in the House of Lords of of lords of 
the united kinsfdom, and be entitled to receive writs of summons first par- 
to that and every succeeding parliament ; and in case a complete "*^cnt oi 
election shall not be made of the whole number of twenty-eight kingdom, 
peers, by reason of an equality of votes, the Clerk of the Crown ,^ 
shall return such number in favour of whom a complete election gj^ajf j^ 
shall have been made in one list, and in a second list shall re- done 
turn the names of those peers who shall have an equality of where the 
votes, but in favour of whom, by reason of such equality, a com- number of 
plete election shall not have been made; and the names of the pgns^o^Se 
peers in the second list for whom an equal number of votes shall equal. 
have been so given, shall be written on pieces of paper of a 
similar form, and shall be put into a glass by the clerk of the 
parliament of the united kingdom, at the table of the House of 
Lords thereof, whilst the House is sitting, and the peer whose 
name shall be first drawn out by the clerk of the parliament, 
shall be deemed the peer elected, and so successively as often as 
the case may require ; and whenever the seat of any of the How seats 
twenty-eight lords temporal so elected, shall be vacated by de- vacated by 
cease or forfeiture, the Chancellor, the Keeper, or Commis- forfeiture 
sioners of the great seal of the united kingdom, for the time of any of 
being, upon receiving a certificate under the hand and seal of the 28 
any two lords temporal, of the parliament of the united kingdom, Pf®I|i**j*^ 
certifying the decease of such peer, or on view of the record of 
attainder of such peer, shall direct a writ to be issued under the 
great seal of the united kingdom, to the Chancellor, the 
Keeper, or Commissioners of the great seal of Ireland, for the 
time being, directing him or them to cause writs to be issued by 
the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, to every temporal peer of 
Ireland, who shall have sat and voted in the House of Lords of 
Ireland before the union, or whose right to sit and vote therein, 
or to vote at such elections, shall on claim made in his behalf, 
have been admitted by the House of Lords of Ireland, before the 
Union, or after the Union, by the House of Lords of the united 
kingdom; and notice shall forthwith be published by the said Notices to 
Clerk of the Crown, in the London and Dublin Gazettes, of the ^-^J^ j •" 
issuing of such writs, and of the names and titles of all the peers ^jjg Lqu- 
to whom the same are directed, and to the said writs there shall don and 
be annexed a form of return thereof, in which a blank shall be Dublin 
left for the name of the peer to be elected, and the said writs shall ^^^ettes. 
enjoin each peer within fifty-two days for the test of the writ to 
return the same into the Crown Ofl&ce of Ireland, with the blank 
filled up by inserting the name of the peer for whom he shall 
vote as the peer to succeed to the vacancy made by demise or 
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belaud, so chosen to represent the lords temporal^ the ^rotation re{)re8en- 
of representation of the spiritual lords shall proceed to the neitt ^^^T^^?^ 
spiritual lord without regard to such spiritual lord so chosen a H,^;,^^ 
temporal peer, that is to say, if such spiritual lord shall be an the repre- 
Archhishop, ^en the rotation shall proceed to the Archbishop Beotatives 
whose see is next in rotation ; and if such spiritual lord shall be ^^ ^^ . 
a Suf&agan Bishop, then the rotation shall proceed to the Suf- ritualsSail 
fragan Bishop whose see is next in rotation. . proceed 

7* And whereas by the said fourth article of Union, it is to the next 
agreed that if His Majesty shall on or before the first day of |? ^^^' 
January next, declare under the great seal of Great Britain, 
that it is expedient that the lord^ ai^ commons of the presenit 
parHament of Great Britain should be the membera of the re-^ If on or 
spective Houses of the first parliament of the united kingdom before IsH 
on the part of Great Britain, then the lords and commons of Jfn. neait, 
the present parliament of Great Britain shall acoordin^y be • ^^^ 
the members of the respective Houses of the first parliament cla^ that 
of the united kingdom on the part of Great Britain ; Be it the rae- 
enaeted for and in that case only, that the present members oi sent Lords 
the thirty-two counties of Ireland, and the two members for ^2"*" 
the city of Dublin, and the two members for the city of Cork, q-q^ g^j^ 
shall be, and they are thereby declared to be by virtue of this be the 
act, members for the said counties and cities in the first parlia- members 
ment of the united kingdom, and that on a day and hour to be QQ»^f 
appointed by His Majesty under the g^eat seal of Ireland, pre- cr. 3. the 
rious to the said first day of January, one thousand eight nun*' present 
dred and one, the members then serving for the college of the membenr 
holy Trinity of Dublin, and for each of the following cities or ^?L ^^^a 
boroughs, ittst is to say, the city of Waterford, city of Limer- for ' Bub* 
ick, borough of Belfast, county and town of Drogheda, county lin and 
and town of Carrickfergus, borough of Newry, city of Kil- ^]h 
henny, city of Londonderry, town of Galway, borbugh of Clon- members 
soel, town of Wexford, town of Youghid, town of Bandon: in first 
Bridge, borough of Armagh, borough of Dnndalk, towA^ 6f imperial 
Kinsale, borough of Lisln^, borough of Siigo, borough of P^^^ 
Catfaerlough, borough of Ennis, bor6ugh of Dimgarvan, bo- ™^" ' 
rough of Downpatriok, borough of Coleraine, town of Mallow^ ^^^ *nd 
borough of Atbione, town of New Ross, borough of Tralee,- members 
city of Cashel, borough of Dungannon, boroi^h of Fortarlitag-' for Tri- 
ton, and borough of Enniskillen, or any five or more of them^ nity Col- 
shaM meet in tl^ now usual place of meeting of the House of }f ^*, ^°^ 
Commons of Irelamd, and the names of the members then serv^ citi^^and 
ing fior the -said plaees and bopou^is shall be written on sepa-^ boroughs 
rate pieces of paper, and the said papers being folded up, shaU herein 
be placed in a glass or glasses, and shidl successively be drawn ^tf?.^^ 
thereout by the clerk of the crown or his deputy, who shall ^turned 
then and . there attend for that purpose, and the first drawn 
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name of a member of each of the aforesaid places or boroughs* 

shall be taken as the name of the member to serve for the said 

place or borough in the first parliament of the united kingdom, 

and a return of the said names shall be made by the clerk of 

the crown or his deputy, to the House of Commons of the first 

parliament of the united kingdom, and a certificate thereof 

shall be given respectively by the said clerk of the crown or 

his deputy, to each of the members whose name shall have been 

j^ so drawn ; provided always, that it may be allowed to any 

member member of any of the said places or boroughs, by personal ap- 

for any of plication to be then and there made by him to the clerk of 

said places ^\^q crown or his deputy, or by declaration in writing under his 

withdraw ^*^<^> ^^ ^® transmitted by him to the clerk of the crown pre- 

his name vious to the said day so appointed as above, to withdraw his 

before name previous to the drawing of the names by lot, in which 

*?** "® case or in that of a vacancy by death or otherwise, of one of 

and the ^^® members of any of the said places or boroughs at the time 

name of of so drawing the names, the name of the other member shall 

the other be returned as aforesaid, as the name of the member to serve 

ret d. ^^^ s^ch place in the first parliament of the united kingdom ; 

or if both members for any such place or borough shall so with- 

^J^** draw their names, or if there shall be a vacancy of both mem- 

doneT^en ^®^® ^^ *^® *"^® aforesaid, the clerk of the crown shall certify 

both ^^^ same to the House of Commons of the first parliament of 

names are the united kingdom, and shall also express in such return 

with- whether any writ shall then have issued for the election of a 

a v»^ancv ^®°*^®'' ^^ members to supply such vacancy, and if a vrrit shall 

of both so have issued for the election of one member only, such writ 

members, shall be superseded, and any election to be thereafter made 

thereupon shall be null and of no effect, and if such writ shall 

have issued for the election of two members, the said two 

members shall be chosen accordingly, and their names being 

returned by the clerk of the crown to the House of Commons 

of the parliament of the united kingdom, one of the said names 

shall then be drawn by lot in such manner and time as the said 

House of Commons shall direct, and the person whose name 

shall be so drawn, shall be deemed to be the member to sit for 

such place in the first parliament of the united kingdom ; but 

if at the time aforesaid no writ shall have issued to supply such 

vacancy, none shall thereafter issue until the same be ordered 

by resolution of the House of Commons of the parliament of 

the united kingdom, as in the case of any other vacancy of a 

seat in the House of Commons of the parliament of the united 

kingdom. 

When a ^* '^^^ ^® ^^ enacted, that whenever his Majesty, his heirs 

new par- ^^^^ successors, shall by proclamation under the great seal of 

liiunent of the united kingdom, summon a new parliament of the united 
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kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, the Chancellor, Keeper^ united 
or Commissioners of the great seal of Ireland, shall cause writs ¥°S*^^™ 
to be issued to the several counties, cities, the College of the gummon- 
Holy Trinity of Dublin, and boroughs in that part of the ed. Lord 
united kingdom called Ireland, specified in this act, for the Chancel- 
election of members to serve in the parliament of the united ^°^ ^"®^ 
kingdom according to the numbers herein before set forth ; and y^^g to 
whenever any vacancy of a seat in the House of Commons of be issued 
the parliament of the united kingdom for any of the said &c., and 
counties, cities, or boroughs, or for the said college of the Holy ^^ °° . 
Trinity of Dublin, shall arise by death or otherwise, the Chan- jn com- 
cellor. Keeper, or Commissioners of the great seal, upon such mons. 
vacancy being certified to them respectively by the proper 
warrant, shall forthwith cause a writ to issue for the election 
of a person to fill up such vacancy, and such writs and the 
returns thereon respectively being returned into the crown 
office in that part of the united kingdom called Ireland, shall 
from thence be transmitted to the crown office in that part of 
the united kingdom called England, and be certified to the q . * 
House of Commons in the same manner as the like returns returns 
have been usually, or shall hereafter be certified ; and copies of shall be 
the said writs and returns attested by the chancellor, keeper, or preserved 
commissioners of the great seal of Ireland for the time being, office^^ 
shall be preserved in the crown office of Ireland, and shall be shall be 
evidence of such writs and returns, in case the original writs evidence, 
and returns shall be lost. 

9. Be it enacted, that the said bill so herein recited be taken Recited 
as a part of this act, and be deemed to all intents and purposes bill shall 
incorporated within the same ; provided always, that the said he part of 
herein recited bill shall receive the royal assent, and be passed *^** 
into a law previous to the first day of January, which shall be 

in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and one ; 
and provided also, that if the said herein recited bill shall not 
receive the royal assent and be passed into a law previous to 
the said first day of January, which shall be in the year of our 
Lord one thousand eight hundred and one, this act and every 
part thereof shall be of no force or validity whatsoever. 

10. And be it enacted, that the great seal of Ireland may, if 

his Majesty shall so think fit, after the Union be used in like ^I^\ ^^ 
manner as before the Union, except where it is otherwise pro- ^ 
vided by the foregoing articles, within that part of the united 
kingdom called Ireland, and that his Majesty may, so long a& 
he shall think fit, continue the Privy Council of Ireland to be 
his Privy Council for thi^t part of the united kingdom called 
Ireland. 



SCHEDULE, NO. I. -A. 

Of the Articles to be charged with Countervailing Duties 
upon Importation from Ireland into Great Britain^ 
according to the Sixth Article of Union. 

ON IMPOBTATION INTO GREAT BRITAIN FROM IRELAND. 



ABTICLE8. 



Beeb. — For every barrel consisting 
of thirty-six gtulons, English beer 
measure, of Irish beer, ale, or 
mum, which shall be imported into 
Great Britain directly from Ire-' 
land, and so in proportion for any 
greater or less quantity, to be paid 
by the importer thereof. 

Bricks and Tiles. — For every thou- 
sand of Irish bricks, 

For every thousand of Irish plain tiles 

For every thousand of Irish pan or 
ridge tiles, •• ••• ... •• 

For every hundred of Irish paving 
tiles, not exceeding ten inches 
square, 

For every hundred of Irish paving 
tiles^ exceeding ten inches square, 

For every thousand of Irish tiles, 
other than such as are herein be- 
fore enumerated and described, by 
whatsoever name or names such 
tiles are or may be called or 

'KuOWu* ... ... t*. •.. .. 

Candles. — For every pound weight 
avoirdupois of Irish candles of 
tallow, and other candles whatso- 
ever, (except wax and spermaceti,) 
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For every pound weight -avoirdupois 

of Irish candles which^xa^.jl)^ I ;',,,,, 
made of yfax or spenp^^f^, or. / ;. 
which are usually called pj^ ^oW, 
either for wax or spermacpt^ ^9^''. 
jvith standing the mixture of anj 
6ther ingredient there wiv^^ „ ', , , ^ . ^ . 



.-. •. t 



>-'.i';J; -i^rix 
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Chocolate, ^c. — For ev^i^^^^^np^ 
Weigiit atoinrdupois of Irish ^6'e6a,' 
cocoa-pastC) or chocolate,' iiV. -"' J.c 

CoKDAGE, vizi. — Tobeused as stand- 
ing riggingi or other cordage made ^ / ' . 
from topt hiemp, the ton, contain- 
ing twenty cwt. ... Ul .•i.' 

Of any other sort, cable jfamffaf^'-\ 



thread, and twine, the tonf contaiuv .». ., j > ; n J - ji - - 'i z 3 hid 



mg twenty cwt. 
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CtDEE AND PEREY^For,,0V^ry.,„.,,,,,,^_,;,V [,.,,. jjjj^j 

hogshead, consisting of sS^tjrrthi-^e . .,„, j^ ,^.^, , - , .^^j, 
gallons Enghsh wme mfea?mr^,pf,/. ,,j if,.,,, .,.,,,i„ ^.u^^j 
Irish cyder and perry, wbcbjMf^y, ,. ^j., ... v„ J .:,.,; ^ o/^i 
be imported as merchaiiaize op. for, ,„ ,^, L.J.in r.iLF. -ion n,-> 
laje, .^d, which shall he »efat ol" ■yj-,iKiiyf 

consignedto any factor OT^ag<fljt%,.;, .,,„^ ka^soL .i^.^tol 
sell or dispose of, .,,. ^,,,.. ,;.„.,;, ,,. P^,^.,^ %; 

Gi.A6s.^-Fot every square foot super- :;4.iti!0l 

ficial measure of Irish pU'te^gla^- 
For every hundred weighi *f jfrisfc 

flmt, enattiel, stuned, pastei<dt'^U!iil 

?iass, ••• ••• k • . V** 

For every hundred weight of li^sfe^^ 

spread window glass, e<VfiaiKu!rtify' 

called broad glass, ♦.."": >. . 

For every hundred weight bf tfi«h 

wihdotv glass (not beinjg spread 

glass), whether flashed bi*' dthfer^ 

wise manufactured, and e6fiabMAy 

called or known by the; itMuM' ^ 

crown glass orgerman sheet* glite^^r,^^ ,..V... '-'''^ f^'9i'>^^ 

.I'll)' :*.: rfAvM hrrr. rfoii^ 
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For every hundred weight! of Veisels' 
made use of in chemical labojlriit'o- 
ries and of ^garden glasse^i and of 
all other vessels or utensili of com- 
mon bottle metal, manufiairfur^d jii' 
Ireland, common bottles bxbepted, ^ 

Fc^TBve^y hundred weight of any sort 
of species of Irish glass x^ ]^e}x^ 
before enumerated or descfiJ^eaM *i 

BotUes^of ooiiimon green glass, tjse 
dozen quarts ... .. 



♦ ,.;■ 



cu^biiSl'- 
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Hops. — For every pound weieht^ 
avoirdupois >of Irish hop^, . ... 

Leather, unmanufactiired. — r For 
every pound weight avoiirdupois o£ 
hides of wlijat kind soever^ 'aixdof 
calf skins, kips, liog ti^kins, dog 
skins, and seal ^kins, tanned in Ire- 
land, and of sheep skins &nd Jamb 
skins, so tinned for glo^V^s ' and ' 
bazils, whidb shall be imp6r|;e3 iti 
the whole hide or skin, and iieithei' 
cut nor diminished in aity^fe&peet' ' ' ' ' ' " " 
whatever, ... ..'. '*; -^ •' 



X'.' 



For every dozdn of goat skin^ tkiin^d 
iif IrbSanA, ' to resemble Spanish 
leaxner ...i ... ff .. . r-- uf* 

Fortevery doz^n of sheep sJ^ibls,; tau- 
lied in Ireland^ for roe^,. beip^l . . 
after the naljure of Spanish le^her,^ 

For;>ev^ry poiind weight avoirdupois 
of all othekr hides or slfjns not 
herein befoi^e enumerate^ |udl4 ,dfia- 
mbed> ai|d lof all pieces and parts 
of hides or; skins which .^s^l j^ 
tanned in Ireland ^.j. ., ,„,^ 

For all hides bf horses, niare$^; ;an4 
geldings, which shall he df^e^^^ 
in allum, alnd sail, or m,^al^ ,or 
o^eriirise tawed in Irel^^i fo^, 
each and every such hide 
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SCHEDULE NO. I. A. 



On Importation into Great Sritatnjrom Irtlana, 



For all hides of ateers, cows, or any 
other hides of what land, soerer, 
(those of horses, marcs, and geld- 
ings escepted,) which shall be 
^dressediu allun),aDd salt, or meal. 
' or otherwise tawed in Ireland, for 
each and ererj such hide 
For every poimd weight avoirdupois 
of all calf'Skins, kips and Teal- 
skins, which shall he so dressed in 
allun, and salt or meal, or other- 
wise tawed in Trelnnd, and m- 
ported into Great Britain in the 
whole skin, neither cut nor di- 
minished id any respect whatever 
For every dozen of slink calf-skins, 
which shall be so dressed in allum, 
and salt or meal, or otherwise 
tawed widi the hair oa in Ireland 
For erery dozen of slink calf-skins, 
which shall he so dressed in allum, 
and salt or meal, or other wiae 
tawed without hair in Ireland,^ 
and for every dozen of dog-skins, 
and kid-ekina, which shall ba 
dressed in allum, and salt or meal, 
. or otherwise tawed in Ireland ... 
For every pound weight avoirdupois 
of buck and doe-skins, which 
shall be dressed in allum, and 
salt or meal, or otherwise tawed 
in Ireland, and which shall be 
imported in the whole ^kla, an^ 
neither cut nor diminbhed in any. 
respect whatever 
For every dozen of goat-skins and 
beaver-skins, which shall be 
dressed in allum, and salt or lueaj^ 
or otherwise taned in Ireland .... 
Hor every pound weight avoirdupoii 
of sheep- skins and lamh-skms. 
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On Importation into JSr eat Britain Jrom Inland. 
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be imported in the whole slmi, 
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and neither cnt or diminished in 






any respect whatever 
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For every pound weight avoirdupcni 
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dressed in allum, and Salt or meal, 




.■'!r 


orotherwise tawed in Ireland. ... 
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For erery pound weight avoirdupois 
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, of all buck, deer, and elk sfeins, 
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of tanned leather m 
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and actually made intc 


goods and 






''wares in Ireland, .. 






^0 ;>^i^ 


For every pound weight 
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of Irish made boots 


and shocs- 


Ijpilw ,aiii 


e'lflvwd 


and gloves, and other manofac- 
' turea miide of tawed or dreBsed 
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For every ^und weight a^^iryupoid 
of all biick and deei- 'likhlir'^ftd 
elk skins dressed in oil, dftd liHlfift^' 
faetured Into goods aiid-#ftis^- ftl' 
Ireland, ».. •• «•• ** 

ifer ^erjr pbund weight ftvoii^pois 
of all she^p and lamb ^kMiT dr^d^ 
in oil, and manufactured hitt> ^6^9 
or wares In Ireland, iV. ' ' V/'' 

For every piound weight |,at^Mtf|)biii 
of all other hides anjl' i^kMi^' t)'6t 
herein before enumerictisfd ^J?''^*!- 
6cr{bed$ 4i*6ssed in oil^ and matiu-^ 
faetured into goods oi^ WttHSf iri 
Ireland . • . 
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Mead ok JM[ETHEGLiN.i-ii!hk»^ ^¥l*y 
gallon Ehglish wine faid^sii^' df' 
Iriiih fxiei^d or methegliil ' ' ' ' *i ; 



Papeiu— FiDr every pqtddid M^eigiit 
av6irdUp0is of Irish p^p^i^ fit €fr 
proper, op that may b^ xAiA f&ii (rt 
applied tb the uses or p^tpm^ "^f 

, writing, drawing, and j^4i¥tili|'f 't^r' 

" either of them, and ' c^ all IHdh 
lelephatitj papers and.^* C8ii*trtd|;e 
pa^rs '... uk. ! *'..;''''kif 

ttr eVery j^bund weight. ^¥ottttt|M>H' 
of Irish; coloured ^tiers, ' and 
whited bi'own papers' (otl/i^'tMtf 
and except elephant ato'd'eki^tVld^ 
papers) flt and proper; ^'j^ l5© 
and purpose of wrappifi^'-ttlf jg^«^^ 
and not ^i or proper, hr t0!pMtf^ 
beiriff uifed fen or aiiibli^a ib Ife^' 



beirig uifed fer> 

purposes. of writing, dnl^^S'i imW 
printing, br either of it^»l^' "' 'lU' 
For every pound weight 'ftVdfiMilp6iS 
of Irish brown paper fitl^ ^^** 
for th6 use and purpdis^'bf it§S^- 
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ABZIWXS. 



ping up goods, and not fit 
proper or capable of buing used for 
or applied tu the uses and purposes 
of writing, drawing, and pruiting, 
'«r eitber of them, 

For every pouad weight avoii'dupoia 
of every sort or kind of Irish paper 
not hereiii-before enutneruteij P* 
deacribed, sheathing and button- 
paper and button-board eseepted, 

For every one hundred weight of 
Irish pasto -board, mill-boardf and 
scale-board 

Fop every one hundred weight of 
.'Irish glazed papers for clotbie 
and hot-pressers, 

For every pound weight averdupc 
of books bound or unbaund, and of 
'.maps or prints which shall bo 
ported into Great Britain directly 
from Ireland, 

Phisted Goods. — For every yard 
square of Irish printed, paiutedi or 
stained papers, to serve for hang- 
ings, or other uses 

For every yard in length rechoiiing 

■ ^ yard wide of foreign calicoes and 
foreign muslins, which ghall be 
printed, painted, stained, or dyed] 
in Ireland (except such as shall he 
dyed throughout of one colour), over 
and above any duty of customs 
payable on the importation of fo- 
reign calicoes and muslins, 

For every yard in length teckonisB; 
yard wide of all Irish printed 
painted, stained, or dyed Irish made, 
calicoes, muslins, linens luid stufis, 
made either of cottoa or tin^n 
mixed with other materials, fus- 
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tians, Telrpte, velyerefi,; dii^Hi^, ^ ;: > V. ?i ocidr-r has ^liS 
and other fijarured stuffily jf>ivfl^,(^ . .^ .^ c. ;. ^jvjrs ^o bio^ 
cotton and oth^ n^ateiials, mixed iv'.::f/ :^ nesixia -oai 

or whoUy bade of c50tU)fi,,,^tf^ , ...^ofr, x.'i/ 
(except 8uc^ as shall t^. .dy«4 ^ : -d.io: t?, aeoal aOig 
throughout of one colour OiJ^.:.^. t: ^trnTisinf o SaxiOq ^ 
For every yaijd ^ Vg^ reckoning ^^ 

yard wide jof aU Irish! offW^ i:?: j . ?v:i.r oBlx/aBrn ,4118 
stained, painM, or dyed h wj w 4»] ,l ,H.^o>jr. :o L^JijieflmiTs 
stuflfs not W(?fe^niwnerated or^.^..:,.. ,,.,,.^jjVn^^]^^^ 
described, (^xcept such ^&,fl]ia]L^ r. r-nv, r^ni'-Jlia ^o glftirtS 
dyed throuifhout jof one ^olapr -.-,^v,s -ifr stnoo Bm/oq 
only,) and ^cept stuJfe jaaa^^f \ , aii^lj/i n illi? ^o elujg 
wooUen, or -whereof thej gR^t^.;,,.^^^,^.^ t,^,^ edi ,iiqi 
part in ralub s^all be woollen ... ...... | 6 {^orn» 

For erery yard m lehgth rec^jE^^u^ .i.o;c-o-r f. * ^li 
half yard wide tc( a/ijL ll^s^ print^^ 
stained, painted, or dyed jsi|^^s^)(iJ ^:, - ^ £, ..^,^^ 
handkerchiefs exceptetl),[<^^.;ai^^ . j.^., i^^^^ ^^. Ar.'nsiam 
above any duty of ^us^iijis payable 
^n the impqrtation of s' 

For every yard square of _^.p*^ -.^ ,, .,.,,,,, 

ted, stained, painted, oij ^y^jB^trri hizl lo 
]Mndker<^efs, and so in ^oportion 



for wide orj narrow sill^ |^9ji^ep[^ 
ekiefipy o^jei^ and above every duty 
01 customs jpayable on s^ 



i 7'» -yrl — FoiriaS anfln8 



SAI.T. — For 0very bushel kAmSiSi^' , ., ^ 

of fifty-six founds weigtit^oSdul- '-^^ -^^ ^^"7 lieil^na 

pois of Irish salt or Iridl-aaiKer ■•''^'- J^ , ^'V* ^^^^ 
or Irish epspm salt T?.^^ }?. ^'^''^llJl^ '^^ ^|^«l<il;-^*^ 
For every bushel consisting^ of 'iBf^.--^''!; ^^^^^^^^ ban eil at 
six pounds : weight avoiHatKHi 6f "^^^^-^oxs on Hi^iJB 
fcishrockaMt I.. ...I -'.^.1i?^^^Wl^'^^« 



• •• 



SilKm — Manu&ctures of ri|%oaR«a§ ot^.i "jolb zihh2 — s^M 
and stuflfe c^ silk only, t^^^^^6tiB|£ [f- ^^ ^Z"^ ^^ ^"^ 
contuning axteen ounce^:/:^ ^fr^V^ ^^ J^.fe 






of gralize and one-tb&fd' 
weifflit of crape is to- be deduct- 
ed for gum and dress. 
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Silk and ribbons of silk mijxeiA'^Witn 



gold or silver, the pound ^^(tein* 
ing sixteen punces .A'^^" • .ivf ''^e' fr '4' ^- " m ».ikv 

Silk 8tocking8,;8ilk gloves, s^lfcMngi^j * |' ^ -^ ^ \'* "^ ^'^ 



8* 



d. 






£ 8» d* 



"..'vT 0'-'3'^ «. ^T'^V >^"'^*^> "-> ♦ 



merated or de8cribed,!tte»5biJctt«' ^ ^' (^^ ' ' '"-• "■•»'I tl'MUi,j» 
taimng'*^ixteen ouneep'^- v)7i.;:ii|^:/7.^ ;>^i n Jo i uf.ifj^ 
of silk^and grogrami jMrii, tfie ■ '.^ ^ • .i:>i»ii )^ .f, 



EXCISE. 






silk laces, Stitching or seWl«lg^ silk; •■^''•^^' ' *' +'"' 'T^^-^) 
tf^ p^und containing sixteen^- ^^^'^^^ ' ^-^^ ^4 ^'"n^^n; ^^^^ 
ces • • • ♦ •v ^ ^ 

Silk, manufactures of, not oiltti»iviile ♦-"' '^" 
enumerated 
containing 

stuflfe. _: o o .. .^ . . 

pound containing sixteei^ bttficijs ^ '^ -1 'g'V'idj l.;rn> 

StuflFs of silk mixed with inUeorttot- '- ^ / - ' '•* ''^ *• 

ton, the pound containii^tto^ '•• ■•-">••' '*' ,»« »Jfoof, 

Stuflfe of silk amd worsted, jfee fdjtaid =; s; '\ '^^ ^ '"'X 0'» ; > ''>'" 
containing sixteen ounceb- ' -v.."©' O i'^)^*' '^ ^''^H '^^ ^^ 

StuflFs of siUL mixed with ftt^ Offeir ^ ,: ^. nN;f;.| J,:,r,ir;t;. 

material, the pound contaRii&g isit- (^'"^ f^'>^'> ^» .ril'>v,;|})iui;< 
teen ouncesi ... [:;^^^^r=i.^.r;t3?-' i '^^3^*" ' V'^' •»'^*'<*'- 






Soap.— For every pound ^w^igh^f ^- -^rip. r 
avoirdupois ; of Irish haitiskkdHt '" **» »"^>«| , 

ball soap : ... ]t'^"-\":.J' /'* ']::::v ■ -^ ''*'*^'^^'''«| 

For every pojund weight] t)r;!'rf^fi ^'^^ ^'^^'"•" '^' *'^'"'^ ^'-^ 
soft soap ••. 
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strength not exceeding qi»fi $o,.teR: .„,^ ...j,^,^.^ ,, . 

over ojdjwmeter proof ... '.. 



Spibtts, BMTOSH—For ev^rjrj^^ ;;n ;;,J vrr/» iO !»,.... 
English wme measure oFspMnte^ : ,; .,, viMKr . j n.-fiih ^ 

vi^Licf^shalii be distilled; or made 
in Ireland^ and imposed, at^. a, 
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Note — Spirits above theiteftgybcof 
one to ten will be cha]|g^4:i9iP<?n 



z-i <• 



portion^ and on sweetened* or . *± • • ^ 

Sompoilnded spWts tht duty will •^^'-•'- ri35.*7ii^^mn»*ioov 

be computed upon ihe^«b?»U- ,-,,i^^^^ 
de^^ree of strength at wq|caj9uc]^, , ., . c,. 
spirits qan be made. ' ' ' ' ** 
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Starcb. — For every ptnaid weigbi 
of Irish starch, or hair powder, of. 
' what kind soever 

Sugars — refiaed, viz^ called bu- 
tarda, whole or grouixl, the. liun- 

dred weight 

Lumps, the hundred weight 
Single loaf, the Imodred weight 
Powder loaf, and double loaf, 

hundred weight ■>. 

Sugar candy, brown, the hunclred. 

weight 

. ^ugar candy, white, tl^ hundred 

weight ... ,.. .V ... 

Sugar, reiined, of auy othgf; sont, t^fi 

hundred weight ' |.,. , ..,■ 

Sweets. — For every barrel, consist- 
ing of thirty-oue gallons and a 
half, English wine measure, of 
Irish sweets or other Irish liquor, 
made by infusion, fermentation, 
or otherwise, from fruit or sugar, 
or from fruit or sugar mixed with 
any other materlala or ingre- 
dients whatsoever, commonly 
called sweets, or called or dis- 
tinguished by the name' of niadi 



Tobacco ASd Snuff i-FoP OTery 

pound weight avoirdupois' of nu-' 
manufactured tobacco, of the 
growth or produce of Ireland, 
over and above any duty of cus- 

For every pound weight avoirdupois 

r of Irish manufactured short cut 

tobacco, or tobacoo manufactured 

into what ia commonly called ot' 

■ known by the name of Spanish ... 
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For every pOund weight Afdii^pbiaf 
of Irish ■ manu^cturdd shdg ' to- 

*' UaCCO <•• ••• ••• ••• 

For every ppund v^reighti avoirdupois 
of Irish nlanufactured IroU tofciEicc^d 

For every plouud weight avoirdujwis' 
of Irish tnanufactureq Carrot to- 

For every pound weight \ ftvoirAlpdiS 
of every other sort of 'Irish manu- 
factured tobacco, not herein be- 
fore enumerated, or described ,J. 

For every pound weight avoirdupois 
of Irish manufactured rappeie shuiff 

For every pound weight avoirdupois 
of Irish manufactured Scotch snuff 

For every pound weight avoirdupois 
of Irish manufactured ' browi;i 
Scotch snuff .. ... ,,, 

For every pound weight avoirdupoi^ 
of Irish manufactured tQDacQP) 
stalk flour .. •?• . ^. ^»^^' 

For every pound weight ayoirdupp^i 
of every other sort or kind^,9f 
Irish manufactured snuff, or si^uff 
work not herein before enuigpier^^ed 
or described ... V. ';,„.,( 

Tobacco, unmanufactured^ th^ ppund 

Verjuice. — For every hogshead con- 
sisting of sixty-three gallons, 
English w^ine measure, of Irisfe 
verjuice ... 
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Vinegar. — For every barrel .con- 
sisting of thirty-four gallons, 
English beer measure, of Irisb 
vinegar 
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Wire. — For every ounce Troy weight 
of Irish gilt wire 
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SCHEDULSy NO. I.— A. 



On Importation into Great Britain from Ireland. 



ABTICIiE8« 



CUSTOMS. 



EXCISE. 
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lace, or gold fringe, made of plate 

For every poand weight ayoirdiip ois | 
of Irish iilver thread, silver lace. 





or silver^ 
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owt-vniiiJ •j^rriniii^fiO'j JoTTi^d yiovo rjoqi/ bau lo''! 

b jijjJ:) :rtu:ir..«"irr(/ . iT'iT VI T A o ./ 

TO niAb 10 f*Li({ 7T9VP .li h':*::o-i z^oi?'^ iioqw bna ic 
70 hniA j/,'i'/ to ,aiilfc to ohij. A^oje v-t* io sosiq 
oiii 8f> j:ioj;H 'fijdj ijfUo -v.-'t'-zn LZisactiLV.Qaeb 

•JO tfSiiin: <cr-»?'iC'i ?;; jL; \ J^ •.; iJ'-ju inn i 

^•grrible' 
Hfl bfiB <8iTiy^? usov oiJUo »-.'■;'?• iib roqi/ iuiii 
^to9'J0.'iJ 211 i /I?: (TM\c ;» V •;.■)• .» ^ t ?7. tlo aai; 
8H0i "J.0 li-Jii-Jip, y^iTii •to'i ^7^' ' ::'.-i:.' -^f' ij1V> b;' 

f*:Ii'. r-iii^'j l = :!r. 8r.<»/i -J. J .-. ',;.. iii: .-•Oqi; bll£ 

•»tj:iiOT»i var^ 'rot vih/* 'j-'i^iie lj*: .• r'^-, bi'.'* p'iooT 
i)i:: Ti^-Ot; yr'jd ,-i?i'»"! ".*" . ■ ■ : :-i nr. qd& 
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BEER. 



For and upon every barrel containing thirty-two 
g^ons imported from Great Britain 



GLASS BOTTLES. 
For and upon each reputed quart 



• • • 
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LEATHER, unmanufactured. 

For and upon each pound in every hide or skin or 
piece of any such hide or skin, of what kind or 
denomination soever, other than such as are 
herein after mentioned and described 

For and upon each hide of horses, mares, or 
geldings ••• ... ... ••• ••. 

For and upon all skins called veal skins, and all 
skins of hogs, for every dozen skins thereof, 
and after the same rate for any greater or less 
QuanLi Ly ■•• ••• ••• ••• •• 

For and upon all skins for shoes and other like 
purposes, and all seal skins, for every dozen 
thereof, and after the same rate for any gpreater 
or less quantity 

For and upon all skins for bookbinders' use, for 
every dozen thereof, and after the same rate for 
any greater or less quantity • • 

For and upon all goat skins tanned with shumack 
or otherwise to resemble Spanish leather, and 
all sheep skins tanned for roans, being after the 
nature of Spanish leather^ for every pound 
weight avoirdupois 
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SCHEDtLlS^ KO; I4---MB. 



Onyltnjiortatidfi into''Xti0kMdfrom Or^mi BtfAii^^ 



ARTICLES. 



'.: »T': ii/. 
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For and upon! all (dieep aiui laimb skm& tanned ie» 
gloves iltid Ibasils, for etery po^ncF 'W^^t Wf6\t^ 
dopois, and] 60 in proportion for anj greater or 
less quantitj)r-:j>i*«' Ji;j •^*-.. -^j *♦•= . •! ■.-v.m.{,.-:.w»>i 



■ • » •■ ■ J 



LBAU^Bftdfwsed in OiL 

For and upon! ev^y, nid^ and ^}d^ .«nd piece ^ 
such hide iandj sj^ijp, , qilperi ^ i^nt, . .such ..*s. ap^) 
^ker^afi^er ; mentioned or described, ioTf^^jri 
'^oimd weigiKt av<)irdnppi9 . ... ,, . ..... .•., 

For and upon aU ieierr skills, gpat-i^kins, ,ai^d 
beayer-skint, |of ,^|i^wr7. ppvwd .K€%Jit|,.^Jl||ef^j 

avoirdupois ......,•{ . rtt > .. Mt , .. ;t.v. .M.^<t>«.j 

For and upon /all .. calf-akin^, . for . every pou];^4 

weight t Jierieof avoirdupois ... ... ; ,, ^J, ,, 

For and uponj all sheep and lamb-skins, for every 

pound weight avoirdupois .., ^ ..• 

VELLUM^nd PAJICHMENT:. ^ 

For and upon ievci'j^'elft^en' skirls 'of vellutt ' 
For and upon ieti^t 'd^tt skLbift Jtf parchifibnjb "^^ 



':. •]•,» til: :•;; 
'*'.. Soili'tOiIT 
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LfiATHER iianufactttr^' ict^'GoodB^aind'Wire^^ 



:i 



For and upoin jaU- tinned .leatb^p, tnaa^adbured/ 
into goods i «2]il.iimi'<9p, where^.Jieath^t i$ jthdi 
most valuabljei$>aj?<|i,.the folio wiiig^ duties^ Tiz:f444«j 

For and uponj everj: pound 'f^elghij ^mrdnpoiflvof 

tanned leather, jna]:Mif9iQtured«;ao4 Actually mltoe' 
into goods; and ^imres- in Great I]!ritaixr, , of i 
leather lOnljjr, or of which leather n^^kesi thei 
most valuable p^ift. , /» . . , h . . . . 4.1. ...;•. , . • »'j 

For and uponeyeF^jpound weight ravoijydupoie'?of 
tawed or dr^ssea Ij^ther^' iaanufa<9titded:^^ 
actually made. \xk Great Britnin) of leb4>Her:«nlDr^'^t 
or of which leaiUer. v^^^ i}^% m^t 'Yalu^tie 
,par v .«•* ••• ... at. ••• ..* 

For and upon every pound^ weight avoiHiupotft <>£ 
all buck, and dee;c-mDs, anddli^^nsu dx^iBsedSn 
oil, and manufactured into g6ddb«md^areftiu: 
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On^JmpdarimHoh in^\Frekm^)fh9m GmuhSfeikJimi 



ARTICLES. 



.ia.rv'ii/i^» 



Great Brliaiaat^ lof^lieiithQr :<ol7« ^^^^ 
leather makeatJie mc^^yaliiiibfo p«urt • 



v.fi0)i^ 
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liSA THRU,! manufactured into goods and wares.^ 
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For and upon every pound Wtttg^ «TOii^itd|li^ui .ndTi 
all sheep aq4 lamb skins dressed in oi]« and ma- 
nufactured ihto^ddd? dJrid thii^e^,"iti Ghreat']^- 
tain, of lealjher ohfy, 6i^ of :(v3ncHT^ktfa^'ioal;!e8' 
the most valiiable part ' .;. ' ^J^ ' ' '..': 

For and upon erery pound weight ay6!idt^6i^'^^ of 
all other hide^i'ind'skitjs, noJfc hertttf-beftire ^nu- 
merated or JescWbed, diWsed' iri tl3l, viffid inatiu- 
^ctuted into goods and wares, in QMeat Britain, 
of leather dillyi' bt df ^5<riiic!i" lealifei^ itotikeime 
ii)ost Valuable part 
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PAPER. 
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For and upon' every poitn54f4iyhi'^oirdiip(ff^lif 

pp.p^y fit. or proper fo^r, or. th^tjftftjr^l^^uspdjfqv,^. 

w i^pplied to thq ^h^;? pr purposes pf^^nriiing,, 

drawing, or printing, or either of them, and £dl 

^ elephant pap^i;,, j^^ ,^ Ojwptridg^ pa|^ 

For every poutd weight avoirdupois of all coloured 
paper, and tfftut0d'pii|M»»0, otb^>tha^'aiid<exts«pti^ i* -'"- * * ^ 
elephant and' ^rtridge • pajper,^ ^tJ Or |>roper ' fbr f "^^' • : ' ' 
the uses or j^rposes of: Wrapping^ bb gtoods^'ttid' ' '■■ ' - ' 
not fit or prto^^ ^' sapablie of *bemg xMledfot*) "'I'-' ^ '' * 
or applied wtiie «teatop ^rpbsefr'o^^wl^thigS':^'' '' *>"i''^'^ 
drawing, and prsothigj or either of 'theto, ' ttttd i ' ' >: • ' > ^ 
also except paper baiBgingaii^-...->'f '';..* ' ..; • O* T 

For every pound weight avoirdupois of bro wn^fJAipel^ ' ' - ' ' ' 

fit and propiBi^ for ^t^ie use or fusrpoise df'WrUPi>itig'= ' 1 » i > t ^, f 
up goods, ^bdnot 'fitoi^i^ui^i>;'Wi|M4>fi£^ ^ ' ' ;"" ' 
being used fos%'©P4q)^ed'to-t^»Us^-oP p^riJ^^^ n\^\:-^-j?> 
poses of writiil^, drawing, or ^b^]^^ or'^^r ^'^^-^ 
of them^ O"'0iJ 

For and upon, every »qii«'iiundr^twig4rt' of IgiiUi^d'* •!• '"'' - ■ ^ 
paper for cl^diierir >atid^ hoi^'rgiMaA&r^i ' ^xA sky '^ti' " '>"<';< 
proportion for any^greatier <» l^s ^pttUitily; ^ ii . ' * O ' ' ^ ■ io 
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SCHEDVLS NO. r. — a. 
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For and upon ever^ one knixlreit nr«ig4it of paste- 
board, millboard, sod miaJieboard, and ao in pro- 
portioQ lor any greater or less (juantity. 

For and upon every pound weight' of every sort « 
kind of paper, not herein before particularly '^ 
enumerated or described, other than and *i.c«pl' 
papers commonly called, and knotra bj' t' 
uames of Bheatfaing- paper and lnitt4m pi^e*^ ^^ 
button board and paper hangings .ii'-'- iiiii -■fft'-'fr 2^ 

STAINED PAPER. 

For and upon evecy square yard of printed, paint- 
ed, or stained paper for hangings or otber uses, 
and BO in proportion for any gi'eater or lesi 
quantity 
For and Hp9a every pound weight aToipdupois of 
. books bound or unbound, and of maps or prints 
whicb shall be iwptMted , iflto .biiw4 ifr^j 
Great Britaiq,. i-< . _ .ri- . „ •■•>>ui--if' 

'.', ;„', .cAfiDs^'' " ""■",' "' ""^' 

■ For and upon every pack of printed, painted', "^ 
playing cards made or manufactured in Greft] 



..9, A. 



And a further duty offi^d.-p^r'^ouWdlMilrt; '" 
DICE. 

For and upon ETCrj pwir f>f 4«w aia^ts^igftjKSlfVto 
tured in Great Britain, ... . ^,,, ^ ,.,i^.< 

WROUGHT PLATE.,",'!,"..' 

For and upon every ounce Troy weight of gold 

or silver pinto which shall be wrought, niade, or 

« manufactured in Great Britain, and imported 

into Ireland, 

Silk M.tsL-FjoTmte. — Porand upon allsilk^ being 
of the manufatlnre of Gr*at Britain, andim- 
porteddirectly from thence, the following duties, 
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SCUBI>U;(<Ej^ ^p. .1»-<7B. 



i^dBS 



Qs^J^jli^iaUon if^tctlr^^dftpm^Gnf^fia^iMn* 
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For and uipiHi?.#U (i^MHi»»flk|4^<Mil^ ofr^ilko^iiliri, tj; fj::if /l 
for eyei*T.p^i)d w#%l^ .lb#re*)fif,^aitt|ikui^.#te ri ? -r^yi 

rj t06ai {^UH^fiS ..♦•/.' .;,..*»K .-'r.,.'..Tr- I'Wry**.;; Vff-.**Sm:* :,Q<'.r2f^ 1 

For and ub^Rff^ 9,j3ib sodiJiibf>ni,^.fifi^ .- ^^ ;>^ 

with go|4^*fllftJeiJ?eiji fo«>©reiy.r|W^ai'iW0ig|>t T<^ :ytuA 

thereof cc^ila^iii^/sixieen'^^inc^ vi. ««i^4 .».. -t .^.*» r;r'Qij;8> 9 

For and u^^ <^ 8i}k'^cki«^s,;fiilk;glG»^e9ji4U]c> ^'4Kji.q 

fringe, i^iik }»i^iU^si^^fim^^^^ r/^mj-.ts 

^S» etrer^.poUnd weight the^t^ ^stwiati^^ iroL.v.^ 



ounces 



1^ 
For and upon all manuf a(^tft^ of sd^ttf Hoft/c^her- 
wise enijimerated or described, for every pound 

weight 4iMm emmung ifiA6^^%iaftfectf'^^'^.e,'> :''d'f''f ^^ 8 

For and uio^m'm^kSf'mtMm^^ '^'/^^'^ 

thepouid'i^ei^1itWb'<i«akiin§''Bii«1eti^6toa^^ '^ ^0« 6 

toi**anff upon all stuffs of silk mixed with incle V-;*»«*'P .^ 
or cottoi,^tK6''^tl^a^#^^'«oktttlttfti^«!«el^ ^"»o •<;> ^ 
ounces '^'''^^^ ::\ ^'■»- ^'..V" »i'^>.J>'-»*"i<lvi' -^^^ I}V/^LKi^.{c;0t' i 
For and uibW^it iWtffeW sllk^aiM'^WIIed'tiii^^a;^^ \ '' "'^^^ 
^' tMe ^6urd weight containing sixteen ounce^'l^J r tf'"^^ 
For and upon all stuffs of silk mixed with any- 
other mjaterial, the pound y^igW containing 
sixteen 6u^ce^.-)|(rii<.r) ,U*>nr<q **.il.':-nT|.Ynovv4 ff<^l« Ojtr.OjijPi 

jSpi|tiT|i> — |Ppr and upon every g^Jlon of. spirits ,nrr.ti-U 
being of j the i¥^fajt^f^ biiA 

imported from thence, a duty of ..." ... 3 7 
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Sugar. — Hefined, of the manufacture of Great 

Britain, iaii^'Htligdi-t^~®rtb«y^fAMW&fi^nHfe'^ ^^'"^ "*■*' 
'^ f5bUo#iniduties, viz.— ,ii.r,tn?f io-nO tn Irm^^ 

For and upon all sugar called bastards, white or 
ground,! the hundred Vfe^lA;' cWidalig^llfe 

pounds jj l,,^» 4,»'«i,iv = /vV''>jiV 1 VKf:'-'* *?^'»"'? ^^ W ftnfr^iof 

For and tJPAnTjfg.^uJ^ 

dred weiigfh^V cQ^t^ig;^ mjB«ii^|,,> „ f»i^t,r.>Mhr.^Hnl^t 
l^or^an^ ubon aU sugar, called single loaf sugjfj;,^ ,,,,g . ,^ 

toe hundred weight, containing 112 pounds, T I 19 
For and upQi 

double ~ 

pounds 
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idred weight, contammg liz pounds, l i\f t 
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of SDCftd or metheglm. 
Tie;, eoniaining thirty-twc 



■r-.l'. 
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T'-^aAOCV A,TCT ^ismr. — Tor md iqion every poimB 
^«'<k^%fi «vxiaroio»ns nf mmiflnii&cciired toluusDO 
^^ "SUf ^-t^ U: or produce rf Great Britgm. 
^^«^er «cii£ jjjWn^ urr mnr of csBSamB sow preside 

siiccifW sium CIS 7/dMifioik or xoAneeo JDaasnSMt- 
vus^ :aAr iki^bv: is^ MommmSr caDed and laioim 
Vx ^idw^ :siiabr ^ SMxask 

t';^ ^fei^t^woi ^vtrvjtftiiiirwvQf:^ of Bnxa^naBB- 
l»cintff^t«ii j^u^ imieiei». cm ^ 

fW iMMk ^i^pwift 4^wr |iinini£ ^v^i^c^ 'of Bddskmfiii- 
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dMMm^ (Mtrr^ v^&fteoi^ ^ 

Fvf MiJ ii[poa ^Tiv^ wxnii Wdjc^ ^ «««nr uukt j 
ust% ^ ^rku&fit m i WTfffii i ii aired tii>liim> not 

F^ «mimI Vi^oik ^vmr potuvi w«^g^ aToirdiqiob of 
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Qnilv^f^H^^ intoxh'^Um^vpxf^ G^e^tSf^i^iif^^ 



ARTICIJES. 
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For and upori eilOD^ipowiP^weigJiltof B?Uidi in§inuri 
factured s^ofiT, ca^di ScQioh spq|f . v .;♦-* , i ,., ;j .- • ; 

For abd upon every pound weight of British manu- 
factured si|uffji.ofdled:tito.w4.8(fa4eh ^Rjjff f i ,; • ,t. 

For and upoik^very|iMaiLdtw:eight(i^iBritt9^tinf^nti- 
ifactUred stalk flower 

For and upon.eiffiry foundiw^lj^ooft eieerj-jC^ i,,^^- { ^ i 

^sort orLkirid of Biritwh ifaanjj&eiitiurftd. »?ii^flP.^y, 
snuff-work not herein before enumerated or 
ciescriueu ••• ••• ••• •• ••• 
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■rA'i»v4'' .'•!•■ i-..[Iii:> '(;r.'!Ofniii<v> x.r t.jff/; oini Ifjixi' 

iltl"..- '.;l.l-«..'l }i.. Jjl-^J-Vv/ ].M«.rOU yi' '" iJCMjil i»:JI. i..> i 
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COPY OF LORDS' PROTEST, 



26th MARCH, 1800. 



DISSENTIENT, 

First — Because that in the present awfuL state of afihirs. Protest, 
when the most unremitting industry is made use of to unhinge 
every established government in Europe-— when revolutionary 
principles have produced the overthrow of several ancient 
established governments, we think every loyal subject, who 
regards the liberties of his country, called upon to rally rotmd 
the constitution and to preserve its stability. We, therefore, 
cannot help protesting against the rashness of the minister, 
who in such times hazards the experiment of annihilating that 
constitution, which has for so many ages maintained the con- 
nexion between Great Britain and Ireland, and of substituting 
in its stead, in opposition to the general voice of the nation, a 
new system, totally subversive of every fundamental principle 
of that constitution, which we consider as the best security for 
those liberties which the subjects of Ireland now enjoy. 

Second — Because however willing we now are, and always 
have been, to contribute in proportion to our means to the 
support and defence of the empire, we hold it our bounden 
duty, before that we shall irrevocably enter into any engage- 
ment to take upon ourselves any particular proportion of the 
expenses of the empire, to ascertain the probable amount of 
such proportion, to enquire into the ability of Ireland to dis- 
charge the same, and to examine whether such part be propor- 
tionate to the relative abilities of the two nations. Upon such 
enquiry, we find that the expense incurred by Great Britain in 
the year 1799> amounted to upwards of thirty-two millions, and 
that which was incurred by Ireland in the said year amounted to 
upwards of six millions, 2-l7ths of which sums (the proposed 



3ftfit lords' rnotiEfjT 

pC^y^ttl^t^dii) aihotint to upwards df 4y40§,00d<^^yWhk^'!sttm^ 
a4^^ to the pr^ent interest' of the dehtineart^diifj'lP^^Ap 
attd th^ di«oharge of her atiimitie6,«unoutiting-to l>4O^O06f<j,iind[ 
thie^ interest of tne loem of <^is y^r^ amounting to ^ihemi 2&bfi6Qii 
wiH' ^ake the annual charge upon'! reland amonznt to 6,050^0OTA^ 
It appears tk> tis that the produce of our revebue^ ii^cludilidf^t^^ 
estitnat^ amount of the taxes laid on this session, &ohoL&''€li*i^ 
ctad 2;800)000/- and consequently they will fall sh^r W* 
3Ji50fiOOiy'^*We sum Aece^dary to: diBchai*ge- sucAl |otq)^:^ 
ticitoate pttrt of* ihe expanses of the empit^. -In drd^'io skotnf^^] 
tain the relatiye' abilities of the twe nations, theifrrtiSp^ilfe • 
balatUies of' trade with 1^ whole world have'becin^dtidi^edi' 
and' it appears from thence,' that such balance in 'faYOui* ai^iSreieX^ 
BtitHin amounts to the sum of 14,80(>>000t^ afnd* til|it''sl^i 
balance in favour < of Irelatid, according to the' 'retai<i^ldl4fi 
before this houses amount to the isum oS &99,^lili^ IflkkLgi 
thei^efore the balance of trade as a eriterio!^ of iU)iIity,>iije^^A)- 
portion would be as twenty-nine to one.' Eriquiry'likeWise'hftileg^" 
been 'made into iki^ earrent eash in ctrcUlatum iil boih4khigp- 
doms^ it appears that in the year 1777 the eurreht'cas^i i^o 
Gi»e)&t Bi*itai» Was ealcukted at 43,000^950^^ 'and it lb '^bodft^ 
pttl^d 'by - persona the bestinformed upon 'that 'Sttljeol id'Ufaii^ 
kiwiidtn^ that'thfit current cash in Ireland ^niay fitfW iKdiG^idl'^ 
to between 3,000,000^ and 3^600,000/. ; ^klng* it^^ tiwMhiBO 
foite, "Bt' the latter, the proportion shovldbe at t^t^kfe 'W> 
ohe^ ' ' Gonmdering it in anodier very essential 'poitilf ' of *<>rifet^^xi 
the influx and eflus- of money into the respeotirre' ki)3gidkMtfsj4rf ' 
appears that Great Britain receives, by remittances to persons 
having property in the i£ast and West Indies who reside in 
Great Britain, 4,000,000/. ^eriiiig. We do not know of any 
influx of money into Ireland, save that of 509»312/. the balance 
of her trade ; and it appears^ to ! us that she annually remits to 
Great Britain, on account t)f' her debts, the sum of 720,000/. 
and on account of the pay of *3, 2 34 men serving in Great 
Britain, the sum of 101,570/. : These annual drains, together 
with the remittances ' to absentees, (probably little short of 
2,000,000/.) we consider to have occasioned the high rate of 
exchange with Great Britain during the last twelvemonths, 
from 3 to 5 per cent, above par,- notwithstanding that during 
that period 3,000,000/. have been borrowed in Great Britain 
and remitted to Ireland.- - "We do not know of any fund to 
resort to for raising the said defidiency of 3,250,000/. save by 
taxation, aik" addition t6 >^hieh cannot, in any considerable 
degree be^ supported ; and' by resorting to her landed property, 
the gross contents of which 'being but eleven million planta- 
tion acres, we cannot teetimate at' more than the annual rent of 
5,500,000/. ' We ebserire liiat 'the large sums of money bor- 
rowed- by Ireiaud within th toe' four years, have been for the 
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most part raised in Great Britain, owing to the total di8abUity< 
of procuring tbem in Ireland. The faoility of raising moii^. 
in Great Britain, and the difficulty found in raising: any in, 
Ireland, clearly demonstrates the opulence of the one na^ ' 
tion^ and the poverty of the other. . Under such circum-r 
stances it appears to us, that if this kingdom should take upon 
herself irrevocably the payment of 2-l7th9 of such expenseB^**- 
she will not have measis to perforvn her engagemomU unless by 
charging her landed property with 12 or 13 shillings in the; 
pound* It must end in the draining from her her last guinea— *in - 
totally. annihilating her trade, for want of Gapital--«in rendering 
the taxes unproductive — and, consequently, in finally putting 
hsiv into a' state of bankruptcy. We think ourselves^ called 
upon to protest against a measure so ruinous to this country,? 
and to place the responsibility for its consequences upon such:' 
persons as have brought it forward and supported it. 

For these reasons, and believing the above statement to be acr* 
cumtey we thus record our dissent. 

3rd^— For these, and many other reasons too tedious and too 
obvious to be here dwelt upon, we have deemed it our bounden 
duty, both to ourselves and to our descendants, thus publicly to 
declare our dissent from those resolutions approving of the 
measure of a legislative Union, which have passed this house*, 
calling on our latest posterity to entreat that, in virtue of this 
our solemn declaration, they will acquit us of having been m. ^ 
anywise instrumental to their degradation, and to the ruin of 
that country which they may hereafter inhabit. 

Leinster. 

downshire. 

Mbath. 

Granabd. 

Ludlow, by proxy. 

Moira, by proxy. i. 

, Arran. 

Charlemont. i . 

mountcashel. 

Farnham. 

Dillon. 

Sthangford. 

powerscourt. 
^., De Vesci, by proxy. 

.!.'.. Wm. Down & Connoe. .. 

Rd* WaTEBFORD & LiSMOEE. : 

Louth. 

Massy, by proxy. 
HiVEBfiDALE, by proxy. 
SuNPEBLiN) for the first reason. . 
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